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WHAT LABOR EXPECTS OF THE CHURCHES 
Editorial by O. WALTER WAGNER 


Christianity began as a mass movement among the common folk of Pales- 
tine. It was part of the genius of Jesus that he trusted the building of the 
Kingdom and the growth of his movement to the multitudes of oppressed, 
belabored people. The common people heard him gladly. There was no toning 
down of his warnings to men of wealth; no slacking of invective hurled against 
those who tithed mint and anise and cummin but left undone the weightier 
matters of justice, mercy and faith; no softening of the requirements of disciple- 
ship. Love of money stood condemned as the root of all evil; formalism mili- 
tated against righteousness and rich young rulers were turned away from the 
Kingdom. Blessed were the meek; they would inherit the earth. Blessed were 
the persecuted; theirs was the Kingdom. No more forthright allegiance with 
the common people could have been made than that which Jesus envisaged, 
encouraged and inaugurated. He was accused by the “best people’ for his 
Open association and alliance with the commoners. 

A thumbnail history of the church’s relation to labor will show its final 
capitulation to the “best people” and its betrayal of the very group that Jesus 
trusted. The early Christian church rapidly made converts among the masses 
but only slowly won the intellectuals of the Greek-Hellenic world. To them 
the simplest gospel was a stumbling block. The imperatives of the evangel— 
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loyalty to Christ, supreme worth and reverence of personality, devotion to un- | 


selfish service, primacy of love in action, salvation through vicarious suffering— 


attracted the oppressed and harassed people who understood the Carpenter of 
Nazareth. Intellectuals, landed aristocracy, military might and political royal- 
ists looked askance at these laws of the heart and followed their traditional 
faith in mammon, might and murder. The masses made the church great but 
the minority made it mighty—and might defeated the Carpenter and his people. 

With the advent of the factory system, the machine age and the control of 
business and finance in the hands of a few, the church adopted the prevailing 
culture and accommodated herself to capitalism. Religion and philosophy 
joined hands to endorse competition and rugged individualism. The gospel of 
Christ, with its emphasis on cooperation, mutual interdependence and the 
supreme worth of man, was again in eclipse. The modern church is the result 
of this inordinate trust in gross materialism and supermen. 

Because of this acquired middle class nature the modern church militates 
against economic democracy and forestalls the ascendance of the common man. 
Governments may proclaim the “century of the common man,” but, to bring 
that about, -a reconversion to this first-century concept must first take place in 
the citadels of Christ. Herein lies the utter shame of the churches. Nowhere 
is the comfortable, luxury-loving middle class so powerful and secure as in the 
churches. Consciously they perpetuate their own point of view. Professional 
leaders, business men and noonday clubmen sit in the seats of authority on too 
many church councils and consistories throughout the land. They determine 
the budgets, dictate the policies and decide on the pastors they want. It is a 
disqualifying factor for the pastor to have pronounced views on the social 
imperatives of the day. 

Even the shortest review of the struggle of labor to establish the brother- 
hood of bread reveals further the shameful role of the churches in an almost 
total loss of the love and loyalty of the very group Jesus trusted. As early as 
1525, when the peasants set forth their simple and just demands in the cele- 
brated “Twelve Articles,” they based them on the Bible, with high hopes that 
the new church would support them. Luther met these demands with his in- 
famous attack in two pamphlets, the one being entitled “Against the Murderous 
and Thieving Mobs of Peasants.” He advocated the cruelest butchery of the 
masses and inflamed the massacre of 100,000 peasants. The effects on Luther 
and on the new church were stupendous. Thousands of supporters fell away 
to the radical Anabaptists. Freedom from ecclesiastical bondage did not mean 
freedom from feudal tyranny. The Protestant church early said to the landed 
gentry and princes, “Sit ye here,” and the new church had ringside seats at the 
murder of the common people. 

Today’s Record of the Churches: Three hundred years later, when another 
effort was made on the part of the American working class to assert its rights, 
violence broke out in connection with a Brooklyn streetcar strike. Again an 
eminent minister pounded his pulpit in an invective strangely like Luther’s: 
“If clubs will not do, then bayonets; if bayonets will not do, then lead; if bullets 
will not do, then Gatling guns.” 

In the Haymarket riot, when the struggle centered in Chicago where labor 
sought to be released from the grind of a twelve-hour day, according to Art 
Young in His Life and Times, not ten clergymen could be found in the whole 
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land who would courageously stand by the condemned men. When public 
opinion later reversed its judgment and acquitted these heroes ‘of the labor 
struggle, the church was again in the sorry position of having stoned the 
prophets. 

During the organizational days of the C.I.O., when squads of policemen 
were consistently used to break up strikes, when workers were literally shot in 
the back and killed, when countless hundreds were injured, the church by and 
large took up the cry of the press and labeled this new and urgently needed 
organization of the unskilled workers as ‘‘Reds,” ‘‘Communistic’” and ‘““Moscow- 
motivated.” In the recent coal strike a survey of the city’s Sunday sermon topics 
heralded: ‘““Miners, Marauders, Murderers,” ‘Labor Hinders the War.” Not 
one sermon topic indicated that the Christian church could have an opinion 
contrary to the press, radio or public opinion. The church still takes sides on 
the labor question, but to her shame she still takes the wrong side. 

The Church’s True Prophets: Is it any wonder that a leader of organized 
labor recently addressed a convention of workers saying, “In this gigantic task 
of creating economic democracy you must realize that you stand alone. The 
kept press maligns you. The powerful radio blasts you. The misguided public 
distrusts you, and the Christian church discards you.” 

In all fairness the Christian church can answer that it has had its Gladden, 
Raushenbush, Taylor, Mullenbach and Holt. It has its social creeds and de- 
nominational pronouncements and almost every church has at least a fraction 
of organized labor on its rolls. 

What does labor expect of the church? Labor expects that the Christian 
church will have the perspective of history and be familiar with the hard-won 
tights of the workers of the world. There is no place and has been no time 
that men have been able to live without labor. It is an hallucination to think 
that the machine. age has emancipated the worker. Thus far it has harnessed 
him more cruelly to a conveyor. Living like a robot, keeping perfect sway 
with the maddening monotony of the machine, he is worse off than were his 
predecessors the herdsmen, the husbandmen and the handicrafters. They pos- 
sessed their stock, their land, their tools. They planned their work, created 
finished products, and sold them to their profit. The modern industrial worker 
is bereft of all but his labor. Individually he is lost. His status is that of an 
industrial slave. Only by standing with his brother can he carve out a career 
for himself and security for his family. 

Labor expects the church to see that in its long, bitter, heart-breaking, soul- 
stunting struggle from chattel slavery, from the fourteen-hour day, from low 
wages, from filthy factories, it was making a sustained effort to break the bonds 
of economic slavery for the vast majority of the people. Labor expects the 
church to see that the ten million members of bona fide unions and their forty 
million dependents are a bulwark for democracy, a threat to Fascism, a power 
for a more equitable distribution of wealth and America’s highest hope of a 
more complete democracy. Labor still hopes that the Christian church will 
openly align herself with these forces for a better world. Labor still hopes for 
equality in the house of God. 

To her shame, the church is on the defense in regard to labor, defending 
things as they are in place of converting an age of materialism, secularism and 
mammonism to the kingdom of spiritual values. Paul’s warning to the church 
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is again timely: “Be not conformed to this world, but be ye transformed by the 
renewing of your mind.” Translated into present terms the challenge is clear: 
“Tf the church cannot Christiartize commerce, commerce will commercialize 
the church.” 

Salvation for church and labor lies in the prophetic souls who through the 
ages have been a remnant for the Master's true cause. From Francis of Assisi 
to Harry Ward the church has had its practical saints who saved the church 
from a complete commercialization. All who love the church must supplement 
hard criticism with constructive discipleship and a determined evangelism of 
the whole community. 

Salvation must begin within the church. There can be no easy exegesis to 
tone down the gospel, no neo-orthodoxy to defer the gospel, no religious rela- 
tivism to escape the gospel. The voice of the prophet must again be heard in 
Zion. Like Amos, the modern pastor must stand in Bethel, the house of God, 
and cry out: “I hate your comfortable services, your partisan communion meals, 
your long litanies, your stained glass windows and cushioned pews, your polite 
ushers and vested choirs, your sermons and prayers and songs. I will not listen 
to them until justice is rendered the common man and righteousness charac- 
terizes your worship.” 


IN COLD ANGER 
Editorial by LESLIE ROBERTS 


A few weeks ago the writer was a guest aboard the Canadian destroyer St. 
Croix, once upon a time the American four-stacker McCook. The evening was 
spent in looking ahead, in examining the kind of world these young officers 

- wanted to live in, after the shooting stops. They wanted neither truck nor trade 
with anyone even faintly tarnished with the Fascist rust; better to fight it’ out 
on the level and get the job done properly. When they talked of freeing en- 
slaved peoples, they meant giving them the chance to be free of economic task- 
masters at home, as well as ridding their homelands of the hated invader. They 
shuddered spiritually as they spoke of the hollow mockeries of Allied diplo- 
macy. They insisted that economic security must be made available to every- 
body, because the world has plenty of everything everybody needs; otherwise 
the whole business will have been without point or reason. Political freedom, 
they said, is not freedom at all to the man who has no job and can’t find one. 
Haltingly a young lieutenant suggested that what mankind needs is a new 
ethic, that his value to the world lies in what he puts into it, not in what he 
takes out. He said it shyly, almost shamefacedly. But the captain took him up 
on it. “You've got something there, kid,” he said. ““You’ve summed it all up.” 
These men had been running mid-ocean convoys together for two and a half 
years. They had their values disentangled. They were putting in, not taking out. 

Three days before this was written St. Croix was torpedoed in the North 
Atlantic, her only survivor one stoker. Every one of these young officers is gone. 
What is written here is for them. It is written in cold, considered anger, anger 
with their and my kind of people, anger with myself. Thank God they’ll never 
know the double-crossing they were getting from their own kind! 


1943 EDITORIALS 5 
If proof were needed that the People’s War (a phrase coined by Democ- 
racy’s leaders in the dark days, but not mentioned since we assumed the offen- 
sive) is being lost on every front, there is no lack of evidence to support a 
prima facie case. Our determination to foist reactionary leadership on the 
people of France, as and when the last Nazi is kicked off their soil, was the first 
major indication that our leaders have resumed the political attitude of the days 
of Manchukuo, Ethiopia and Spain. Many liberals, particularly those not resi- 
dent in the United States, attempted to excuse /’affaire Darlan and its side 
issues, the installation of Vichyards in key posts in North Africa and the 
Giraud-De Gaulle imbroglio, as arising from the naiveté of Hull, Murphy, 
Eisenhower and others . . . a plain case of wishful thinking, of mistaking 
cynicism for simplicity. But recent events in Italy at least have clarified the 
issue, for in that unhappy country we have given our backing to a grandson of 
Mussolini’s stooge, have welcomed the monarch’s son on his return from fight- 
ing ws and supported the premiership of Badoglio, a character who has never 
distinguished himself as a lover of democracy and freedom. We stand, then, 
exactly where we stood in Spain, where we were tacit supporters of the mon- 
strous Franco, as we are to this day. Where, then, is the People’s War? 

The people who will be primarily responsible for losing it (if it is not 
already lost) are the liberals. It would be infinitely more gratifying, of course, 
to lay the responsibility on the copious lap of Reaction. But the truth of the 
matter lies elsewhere and it may be found in one simple statement of fact: 
The forces of reaction are united and know what they want; the forces of 
progressivism are at sixes-and-sevens and are wasting their energies in inter- 
necine warfare, instead of uniting to fight the common enemy. We ate the best 
friends the Rugged Individualists possess. We are their insurance policy for 
the return to the status quo. We have failed the lads in the foxholes, the fight- 
ers and the frigates every bit as much as the State Department (with the help 
of Downing Street and Ottawa) has failed the people of Occupied France. 
How have we failed them? By our refusal to unite, as men and women of 
varying degrees of liberalism and radicalism, to fight the common enemy of all, 
black reaction. 

Consider Canada whose medium position between Great Britain and the 
United States makes it an instructive case. 

Canada has two political groups to the left of center, the Labour-Progres- 
sives (the leaders of which formerly led the outlawed Communist party, but 
which is drawing to its banner today all manner of citizens who are determined 
to resist the Return To Yesterday) and the ambidextrous Cooperative Common- 
wealth Federation, a tongue-twister commonly known as the CCF. In addition, 
each old-line party, Liberal and Conservative, includes in its ranks many young 
people to whom the ideas of economic royalism are anathema. What would 
happen if Prime Minister King were to call a General Election today ? 

The CCF, which picked up a considerable protest vote in the recent Ontario 
elections and which is admittedly strong in the west, would brush off the 
Labour-Progressives on the grounds that they are Communists and, therefore, 
unfit to associate with respectable people. Progressives in the ranks of the old 
parties, affrighted by the idea of being called Socialists, would remain aloof 
from the CCF and, after considerable soul-searching, would kid themselves into 
believing that they ‘‘can do better work from within the party ranks than from 
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the outside’. The Progressive-Labour group, denied official association with 
CCF, would oppose that party’s candidates (its leader has announced) in at 
least a hundred of the 245 Federal constituencies. The outcome would either 
_ be the return of a reactionary administration, or the election of a House which 
none of these parties could control without turning for support to French- 
Quebec’s isolationist, anti-war Bloc Populaire, a consortium of evangelists and 
chisellers, the honest men in whose ranks (and there are a few such) believe 
that a wall can be built around French Canada, within which they can live apart 
from all mankind. If that should happen in Canada, and it is likely to happen, 
the blame will rest squarely on the grim determination of liberals of divergent 
shades of opinion not to consort with anyone but those of views identical with 
their own on every subject under the sun. In short, they have thrown the main 
function of liberalism, the determination to fight for the betterment of man’s 
lot, out the window. 

As with Canada, so it is in greater degree with the United States and in 
lesser degree with Britain. When the once-progressive Roosevelt brushed off 
his liberal Vice-President, the liberals of the United States protested. But they 
protested individually, not as men and women presenting a united front. When 
the reactionary Hull forced Sumner Welles to leave the State Department pro- 
tests were voiced again. But in neither case was a sufficient show of unified 
progressive strength made to lead the President of the United States to give the 
protestants a moment’s concern. In Britain the Labour Party refused to take 
the Communists into its ranks, told them to go home and, presumably, to come 
back and seek admission as individuals, each to be judged on his personal record. 
The unions are at outs with the Labour politicos in the cabinet, who appear to 
have gone as reactionary as their Prime Minister himself (who at least is honest 
about it). What way is this to win a People’s War, when every reactionary 
force in the English-speaking world stands completely united to every other 
on the main issue .. . the Return To Yesterday? 

We are prisoners of labels. The liberal who walks between the middle of 
the road and the left-hand ditch tiptoes along in terror of the bogey-man and 
is always whistling in the dark. The bogey is the word Communism, although 
there has never been the slightest sign on the North American political horizon 
of a public desire to absorb the politico-economic system of the Soviet Union. 
Communism will only become an issue on this continent if the present barren- 
ness of ideas and lack of plain, everyday courage persists in the ranks of liberal- 
ism. Thus when liberals organize to send medical aid to Russia, or to establish 
councils for the advancement of friendship with the Soviet peoples, they spend 
more time explaining to each other and to the world at large that they are not 
Communists than they do in fulfilling the functions for which they have banded 
together. By the same token if confronted by a sharp major issue, say a first- 
class tilt between Labor and Capital, they may protest mildly, but when it 
comes down to a question of standing pat and fighting it out to a finish, they 


take refuge behind the skirts of the War Effort which, they insist, they must do — 


nothing to impede. Bunkum. To fight for the Common Man while we are at 
war is not to impede the struggle for freedom, but to aid it. We are fighting 
two interlocked wars at once and the status of the Common Man in the democ- 
racies has gone over the dam since liberals abandoned their vigilance in his 
behalf. But, to be chauvinistic, let us accept the War Effort alibi and pose a 
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question: When did the old-line reactionary ever hesitate to impede the war _ 
effort if his own personal interests were involved? Thousands of him have been 
impeding it every day, doubly so, since they came to the conclusion that victory 
in the shooting war is assured (which it isn’t). 

Reaction is an ugly monster. To realize how ugly, it is only necessary to 
think simultaneously of the soldier dying in a glutinous pool of his own blood 
in an Italian foxhole and of a foregathering of rugged individualists rededicat- 
ing their lives to the species of free enterprise which gave us the bread lines of 
the 1930's, a manifestation only slightly less degrading than the hydra-headed 
monster of Fascism itself. Yet the Economic Royalists are able to enlist under 
their banner the vast majority of North Americans who have contrived to lift 
themselves across the borderline which separates want from security. The 
individual member of the bourgeoisie may not think highly of the entrepreneur 
and his breed, but he recognizes a common interest in defending his personal 
assets and the hope of adding to them in the days to come. So he permits him- 
self to believe (and is inundated with propaganda to help him) that the North 
American Way of Life of 1939 was a thing of beauty, although he knows it 
was designed to keep the poor man poor and make the rich man richer. To 
achieve this glorious end he is prepared to ask even his own son to die, although 
he is not likely to admit that such is the case, even to himself. In short, all men 
of “enlightened self interest” who stand for the Return To Yesterday will col- 
laborate with anybody else with the same idea on his mind, no matter his record. 
The true-blue reactionary, of course, will cooperate with anybody at all, includ- 
ing the gunman, a gentleman with whom he shared partnership more than once 
in the Good Old Days. The lesson for Progressives in this is that it is costing 
us the People’s War, this refusal to come together, while on the other hand 
the willingness of all brands and shades of reactionaries to collaborate for their 
primary purpose, the defense of the status quo, is rapidly assuring a reactionary 
victory .. . and leading us headlong to World War II before we have won 
World War II. 


SILENCE IS SHAME 
And other editorials by KENNETH LESLIE 


We hope that you have read the article entitled “Government Sponsored 
Fascism” by Tabitha Petran in the October PROTESTANT. We believe Miss 
Petran has done a very great service to the cause of the people by making this 
information available. Surely it must be by some enormous and somnolent 
error that such a thing as Miss Petran describes could be carried on in the broad 
daylight of the twentieth century in a western democracy. Yet it is a fact, and 
it points to a deeper fact: the collusion and collaboration between two new yet 
very old forms of tyranny, spiritual and material. According to this bold effort 
of the Jesuits we are to have a new alliance between the Lord of the land and 
the Lord of the altar. The feudal families are to be re-established under the 
names of Rockefeller and Ford and Grace and Du Pont and their rule is to be 
harmonized and their yoke is to be fitted to the necks of the people by the 
ecclesiastics. For, since the cartel is in the words of Borkin and Welsh (in their | 
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book Germany's Master Plan) by its nature “paternalistic and totalitarian” and 
the politically powerful churches too are paternalistic and totalitarian, it is only 
natural that they should get together. The political church freezes man’s spir- 
itual aspirations and the cartel freezes his material aspirations. This is the inner 
meaning of the concordats. Both of these great forces interested in holding 
human aspirations in check find their common interest drawing them into 
common enterprise and this is not “free enterprise” but inevitably Fascist 
enterprise. 

What are decent people to say when the U. S. Government conducts on its 
own soil a school under Jesuit auspices which teaches Fascism? What are 
decent people to do? Where are they to hide their shame if they remain silent? 

We have sent a copy containing Miss Petran’s article to the representatives 
of both houses of Congress and we feel sure that the American people will 
await their reaction with anxiety. 


WORLD COMMUNITY AND THE ANGLO-SAXONS 


It is perplexing that a wise man like Reinhold Niebuhr should become an 
advocate of “Anglo-Saxon Destiny and Responsibility,” the title of his recent 
article in Christianity and Crisis. Mr. Niebuhr finds it apparent that an Anglo- 
American alliance must be the cornerstone of any durable world order. He 
points to Churchill's Harvard speech and to Governor Dewey’s statement, both 
favoring the alliance, as constituting “at least one forward step in our foreign 

lic,” 
a Mr. Niebuhr goes on in what may presumably be a dialectical manner to 
say that this partnership between the English speaking peoples can become a 
menace if it stands alone, and adds that “the world cannot be organized by an 
Anglo-Saxon hegemony.” Such a leadership, he says, “could be ten times more 
just than the Nazis were and yet not be just enough to avoid arousing resent- 
ment.” 

What presuppositions underlie this sort of thinking? In the first place, 
multiplying nothing by ten still leaves you with nothing. In the second place, 
the very idea of a British-American Alliance is in itself an imperialist idea and 
there is not much sense saying that it “must be immediately related to a wider 
cooperation” with Russia and China, or in saying that it “must finally be made a 
part of a total world order” if this very alliance can be and very likely is 
designed to be a substitute for rather than a preparation for any truly collective 
security. To speak of what must be done “immediately” (meaning in the sweet 
bye and bye) and what must be done “finally” (meaning the same sweet bye and 
bye) is to talk good public relations talk for the cartel imperialism which 
tries to rule the Churchill, Dewey and British-American foreign policy. 

Sometimes dialectic is a dangerous thing, and the doctrine of moral rela- 
tivity may also be dangerous when used to justify certain choices. In the reaction 
from pacifist absolutism it is possible to become overcomplacent in the accept- 
ance of evil. Mr. Niebuhr says a great many wise things with respect to the 
hypocrisy and Pharisaism of all nations and individuals. What he says, how- 
ever, in this article, does not indicate that he understands what he calls “gifts 
of grace’. No doubt he has written elsewhere more understandingly, but the 
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deepest understanding was called for in this article. Speaking of “the position 
of leadership which some nations and individuals achieve’, he goes on to say: 

“If the history which leads to a special mission is carefully analyzed, it 
always becomes apparent that factors, other than the virtues of the leader, 
are partly responsible for the position the individual or collective leader 
holds. Those who do not believe in God’s providence in history will call 
these factors ‘accidents’ or ‘fortune’. The religious man perceives them 
as gifts of grace. The grace which determines the lives of men and nations 
is manifest in all the special circumstances, favors and fortunes of geography 
and climate, of history and fate which lead to eminence despite the weak- 
ness and sinfulness of the beneficiary of such eminence.” 

This, as Mr .Niebuhr would agree, is only part of the gifts of grace. Grace 
does not consist of merely “circumstances’’. Grace is the recognition on the part 
of the actor of his passive-ness. The opposite of grace is almost literally 
awkwardness, embarrassment. It is with “grace” that the carpenter planes his 
wood according to the grain of the wood rather than against the grain. Grace 
in human relationships does not mean polished manners but involves the same 
recognition of human “material” as the carpenter gives to the nature of the 
material he is working with. The man of grace works with his environment. 
He goes the “‘second mile”. He yields a point. He is not intransigent. In con- 
troversy he enters imaginatively into his opponent’s point of view. Dialectic 
is a slow, cumbersome, very often self-defeating approximation to the percep- 
tion of the “graceful” mind. The dialectic approach to truth has this great dis- 
advantage: It presents a constant temptation to continue too long on one tack 
or the other of the dialectic. It is difficult to know when to turn around and go 
the other way. Truth is taken rather by a perception of the mind which is like 
a grasp of the hand, going around the subject to the left and to the right 
simultaneously, seizing it, surprising it. It is the drama of an event, extended 
through time, with its conflicts and contradictions, past, present and future, 
comprehended in the moment. 


Mr. Niebuhr says, “There is no cure for the pride of a virtuous nation but 
pure religion. The pride of a powerful nation may be humbled by the impotence 
which defeat brings. The pride of a virtuous nation cannot be humbled by- 
moral and political criticisms because in comparative terms it may actually be 
virtuous. The democratic traditions of the Anglo-Saxon world are actually the 
potential basis of a just world order.” Here the word pride is used. Pride is 
the opposite to grace. Pride goes when grace comes. All those things which 
help to build pride are the same things which help to destroy grace, or rather 
to inhibit its working. 

It would be more grace-full to say simply, “Democratic traditions are the 
basis of a just world order.” Other people besides the Anglo-Saxons have had 
much to do with the formation of democratic traditions in this world. More- 
over, there are many who believe that Anglo-Saxon snobbery, a quintessential 
form of pride, is responsible for one of the keenest forms of spiritual suffering. 
This form of spiritual-national pride is quaintly exemplified in the recent 
Lessons of My Life by the Rt. Hon. Lord Vansittart, P.C., G.C.B., G.C.M.G., 
D.Litt., LL.D. There is a brutality which kills the body and there is a snobbery 
that chills the soul. 
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Surely Mr. Niebuhr knows that there is not much sense in saying, as he 
says: “We ought not derive either special security or special advantages from 
our high historical mission. The real fact is that we are placed in a precarious 
moral and historical position by our special mission. It can be justified only if 
it results in good for the whole community of mankind.” In the great days 
of imperialism the British Empire carried with it the Bible, the fiercely demo- 
cratic poems of Robert Burns, the deeply human novels of Charles Dickens. 
However, the British didn’t go to India to bring the Bible to the Indians. The 
British didn’t fight the Opium War with China in order to bring the Bible to 
China, but rather to bring opium to China because opium was a commodity 
grown in India, and very profitable to the British Raj. To talk about “our 
special mission” is not instructive. To warn us that we must be good as well as 
powerful is merely to blunt the edge of our consciences by suggesting to us a 
prophetic mission which we actually do not have. To say for instance, “Our 
racial pride is incompatible with our responsibility in the world community. If 
we do not succeed in chastening it we shall fail in our task,” is a further 
blunting and blurring the point of God’s present historic challenge. This 
challenge is not in principles at all. Anybody will sign any principles provided 
they can get what they want. The greatest signer of principles is the devil him- 
self, with our church conventions a close runner-up. One does not chasten racial 
pride in a vacuum or in a phrase in a book. The colored world of Asia and 
Africa, and of the American Negro have brought the challenge to the Anglo- 
Saxon world and have laid it at our door. The great Slavic power, Russia, has 
accepted this challenge yet Mr. Niebuhr calls Russia a non-Christian nation, 
contrasting it thus with the Anglo-Saxon world. 

The Anglo-Saxon world, says Mr. Niebuhr, has a great opportunity to 
fulfill its historic mission with relative success. Here Mr. Niebuhr soaps the 
ways for the launching of the American-British century, and he goes on to say, 
“But if this is to be accomplished the Christian Church must understand its 
prophetic mission.” Here again Mr. Niebuhr talks of something called the 
Christian Church. Now a third of a billion members of the Christian Church 
belong to the Roman Catholic Communion and it is difficult to see any signs 
of an understanding on the part of the Roman Catholic Church of “its prophetic 
mission”. As to the Protestant sects numbering upwards of 200 at least, which 
of these is the Christian Church? The Christian Church in any generally 
identifiable sense simply does not exist. To say that it must do this or must do 
that is to talk more public relations talk for the Anglo-Saxon members of the 
world cartels. To say, as Mr. Niebuhr says, “That the world community cannot 
be realized if the Anglo-Saxon world fails in its historical mission,” is sheer 
idolatry. God wills the world community and with man’s help He may achieve 
it with or without the Anglo-Saxons. 


JAPAN CAPITALIZES FAMINE 


Millions will die in India before Christmas. Not alone of starvation but of . 
malaria, cholera, dysentery, and all the other physical woes attendant upon 
starvation. Read Dr. Das’ letter in this issue. 

“Everywhere I went the doctors asked for quinine,” says Nehru’s sister, 
Mrs. V. L. Pandit. Of course there is no quinine. Why? Because the quinine ; 
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business has been in the hands of the Dutch government-sponsored quinine 
syndicate which, to keep prices high, used to burn its own cinchona bark, from 
which quinine is made, thereby condemning millions to death. The millions 
are now dying, and it is well to remember why. It is also well to remember 
that Britain is not responsible for all the wickedness that goes on in the world. 
The Dutch monopoly was broken later on by the German all powerful I. G. 
Farben which got control of a new drug to take the place of quinine. “Bataan 
was lost in part because of a shortage of quinine and atabrine (the new drug),” 
say Borkin and Welsh. 

The present food crisis in India is more evident in Bengal than anywhere 
else. This is because Bengal is the base for the attack on Burma. But there 
are parts of India where there is less food than in Bengal. The effect of this 
famine is something the Tory muddlers had not anticipated. Every death by 
starvation in British India will score for Japanese anti-British propaganda 
throughout the Far East. 

Some of our readers have been a bit impatient of our criticism of British 
policy in India. They have said that we should give “the British side” of the 
case. But we are not judging “a case”. We are partisans of the people of India 
as well as of the people of Britain. We believe that the people of Britain do not 
wish to eat the flesh of their Indian brothers. This is what they are compelled 
to do when their imperial masters make the British workers’ subsistence 
economy rest upon India’s starvation economy. 

The death cries of India’s stricken millions is now added to the woes of this 
war. That the Japanese know the uses of food as a weapon of war is proved 
by the recent broadcast of the Japanese controlled Burma government to the 
people of India. The Burmese government promises that if the British govern- 
ment will give safe conduct to their boats that “within 72 hours shiploads of 
rice will begin to unload at Calcutta, within 80 hours the rice can be sent from 
Calcutta to the interior and thousands of men, women and children will be 
saved from the jaws of death.” Already Japanese planes are parachuting loads 
of rice to the starving Indians. 


THE PROTESTANT AND THE AMERICAN 
JEWISH COMMITTEE 


It is not appropriate for a non-Jew to comment on Jewish internal strife 
except when this strife affects the health of democracy as a whole. The resig- 
nation of the American Jewish Committee from the Jewish Conference (a body 
inclusive of most Jews) and its repudiation of the Jewish aspirations in Palestine 
is of great concern to the Christian world and to all democratic people. 

The explanation usually given for the distaste on the part of the American 
Jewish Committee for Palestinian aspirations is that the American Jewish 
Committee is composed of wealthy assimilationist Jews. This explanation rests 
upon the premise that American democratic society disapproves of these 
Palestinian aspirations. I believe this premise to be very flimsy. I believe the 
average American of the Wilsonian tradition would say: Let the Jewish people 
have their homeland. Why not? I believe the Wilsonian tradition of self- 
determination of all peoples great and small still holds the imaginations of the 
people of this continent. If this is so then the American Jewish Committee 
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insofar as it opposes a Jewish Palestine is not assimilating itself to the American 
tradition. 

It is not the American tradition-to which the American Jewish Committee is 
assimilating itself. The American Jewish Committee is being assimilated to an 
un-American tradition, a new tradition lately foisted upon a section of the 
American people through a press and radio censored to the extent that its 
purposes are served by the Roman Catholic hierarchy serving the interests of 
European Vatican politics. An anti-democratic group within the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy has in one way or another built itself into a formidable 
political power in the United States. For instance, in the city of New York the 
American Jewish Committee works in complete harmony and often in concrete 
collaboration with the Archiepiscopal palace on Madison Avenue reigned over 
by Archbishop Francis J. Spellman, now self-confessed admirer of the “sincere 
and serious” butcher Francisco Franco. To many of our readers this will seem 
rough language. It is usual today to cover with polite understatement the 
screams of tortured mothers and the last cries of murdered children. 

The American Jewish Committee is assimilating itself to an alienism which 
stands for the negation of everything dreamed for this country by its founders, 
of everything fought for through the centuries of man’s struggles upwards. 

The December PROTESTANT will carry a factual article by Joseph Brainin, 
probing the record of the American Jewish Committee as a betrayer of Jewish 
interests and an ally of reactionary groups in this country. 


* * * 


In its effort to acquaint its readers with the attitude of historic Christianity 
to the Jews and Judaism THE PROTESTANT undertakes the publication of a 
series of sermons and articles devoted to the Christian appraisal of the role of 
the Jews in the non-Jewish world. Each sermon or article is written by an 
eminent American divine, a representative spokesman for one or another of the 
leading Protestant denominations in this country. Each sermon or article will 
concern itself with one or another aspect of the Jews and their contribution to 
the spiritual and material welfare of the peoples among which they live. 
Written or spoken by distinguished Christian leaders at different times and 
occasioned by varying circumstances they represent the cumulative expression 
of sentiments and feelings centuries old, sympathetically and understandingly 
presented and speaking with the authoritative voice of Protestant Christianity 
in America. It is more than that: in a large measure it is also the Christian 
protest against the frequent manifestations of animosity to the Jews and Juda- 
ism on the part of men, who presuming to speak as Christians, often violate 
the teachings of Christianity and defile its practices by indulging in malicious 
slander even in laboring to bring about, sometimes not without hierarchical 
sanction, social, economic and political injury to the people to which Christianity 
owes so much and from which it obtained its Bible and its Savior. Whenever 
the need arises the authoritative voice of American Protestantism is heard 
throughout the land in reasserting the historic Christian attitude towards 
attempts at lowering the dignity of the Jews in the esteem of their Christian 
neighbors. To each sermon or article in the series which begins in this issue 
will be appended biographical and editorial notes by Dr. Joshua Bloch, Chief 
of the Semitic Division of the New York Public Library. 


ORDER AND JUSTICE 
By E. J. GUMBEL 


Ape much debated question, what 
to do with Germany after the vic- 
tory, is for the most part wrongly put. 
In its present form it is stated in politi- 
cal terms and leads to geographical 
answers which are as wise as a high 
school textbook. 

In reality there is no German prob- 
lem which is not, at the same time, a 
European problem, and there is no 
European problem which does not lead 
back to the German problem. The in- 
terconnection arises essentially from 
the fact that the Fascist system which 
originated in Italy has conquered Ger- 
many and from there, by the same 
methods, the larger part of Europe. In 
most countries conquered by or allied 
to Fascism, native Nazis have risen to 
power. This has transformed the eco- 
nomic and social set-up and created 
more or less homogeneous Fascist 
regimes. 

Instead of asking what to do with 
Germany, we must face the farreach- 
ing problem: What ought to be done 
with the Fascists, the Nazis and their 
adherents, and how shall we deal with 
their governmental machinery ? 

These questions concern the larger 
part of Europe, though not everywhere 
in the same way. The problem will be- 
come burning in different countries at 
different times and on different inten- 
sity, depending upon the duration of 
the Fascist regimes, the strength of 
their mass basis and the direction of 
the military operations. An answer 
must be found zow. Enormous difh- 
culties are involved, as all social prob- 
lems are at stake. 

The problem is complicated further- 
more by the general and legitimate cry 
for punishment of the guilty. Here too 
the restriction to the Nazis oversimpli- 


fies the problem and leads completely 
away from the general issue. The 
Nazis did not rise from Hell. They 
rose to power because allegedly con- 
servative forces all over Europe—and 
not over Europe alone—favored them 
and thus became their accomplices. 

Three principles emerge from the 
debate of these questions: Democracy, 
Order, Justice. Democracy seems to be 
the simplest alternative to Fascism. 
But Democracy is a goal and only par- 
tially a means. One of its foundations 
is orderly justice, the right to a fair 
trial by competent judges and accord- 
ing to written law. But this principle 
supposes the existence of democracy. 
No coming democracy can be built on 
fair trial. In France, Italy and Ger- 
many the basic democratic set-up from 
which victory over Fascism may be 
won has been destroyed. It is impos- 
sible to return to the democratic form 
which existed before the disaster. A 
machinery which has been too senile to 
resist the Fascist impulse is incapable 
of mastering the much more difficult 
problems of a post-Fascist era. On the 
other hand, democracy cannot be im- 
ported. The American way of living 
which has grown on this soil and could 
not have grown on any other soil, is no 
solution for Europe. In the United 
States, democracy is linked to the real 
and ideological remnants of liberal 
capitalism. However, this form of 
production has no chances of being re- 
vived in Europe. 

No official answer has as yet been - 
given to our questions. We may mere- 
ly presume it from the support given 
to semi-Fascist and Fascist govern- 
ments in Europe, and from the actions 
undertaken in Algiers and Italy. This 
policy goes along what seems to be the 
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path of least resistance. It follows the 
simplest principle of administration, 
namely: to keep up order. Everybody 
understands by it the present or the 
past order. The Fascist machinery, in- 
stead of being destroyed, is replaced 
by a moderate Fascist administration 
which serves as a tool to the liberators. 

The argument that this way of ac- 
tion was merely due to military ex- 
pediency will convince only those who 
believe in the superiority of the mili- 
tary to the civilian power. In reality 
any decisive action in war times has 
political motives. The setting up of 
puppets who are opposed to the liber- 
ated people is a decisive political ac- 
tion having farreaching consequences. 
Provisional solutions have the tend- 
ency of becoming permanent. “Ce 
nest que le provisoire qui dure”. 

To see these consequences, we must 
explain the intimate connection be- 
tween Fascism and “Order”. The Fas- 
cists, and especially the Nazis, have 
always claimed to be adherents to or- 
der. This claim has no foundation 
whatever. If the word Chaos has any 
meaning at all, Fascism, which is or- 
ganized murder, robbery and arson, is 
its administrative personification. Nev- 
ertheless, this claim has generally been 
recognized by all those who were un- 
willing or unable to see the true char- 
acter of Fascism, and advocated ap- 
peasement. By doing so, they have 
done everything in their power to hin- 
der an oppositional movement within 
the Fascist countries. 

After the defeat of the Nazis, the 
German big industrialists and the 
Junkers who brought the Nazis into 
power will swear that they have always 
been innocent doves, victims of terror 
and oppression. The big industrialists 
are very respectable people, highly ed- 
ucated barbarians, related to their con- 
genials throughout the rest of the 
world. The arguments of these re- 
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spectable people will meet with ap- 
proval by those who now reject any 
separation between the Germans and 
the Nazis. The principle of “Order” 
will then require that the life of the 
murders be safeguarded and the booty 
warranted to the thieves. The last con- 
sequence of this will be a soft peace 
with the German big industry, the 
Junkers and the Generals, a soft peace 
which will be tough for the German 
working classes. The German Gen- 
erals will fool anybody who tries to 
deal with them. 

The principle of democracy and the 
principle of “Order” lead to no answer 
to the second problem. It is easy to say 
that the Fascists must be punished. But 
the execution puts us before an ethical 
dilemma, as there are two principles at 
stake, Order and Justice. Order in the 
usual sense must be conservative, Jus- 
tice may be creative. 

For the subduing of Fascism and the 
solution of the European problems we 
have to choose either Order or Justice. 
The basic principle that the Fascists of 
all European countries must be ren- 
dered incapable of creating further 
damage and must be punished is the 
postulate of Justice. However, no ade- 
quate punishment and no fair trial is 
possible compared to the horrors 
which even we who have seen them 
cannot realize. No other chastisement 
than Hell’s tortures would be adequate 
—and unfortunately Hell is not at our 
disposal, at least as long as we do not 
turn Fascist ourselves. Besides, even 
the execution of all Nazis would not 
destroy the causes of Fascism. 

The adherents of Justice do not 
share the high social level of the ad- 
herents of Order. They are the com- 
mon people, the subjugated peoples in 
Europe. They know who is a Nazi, a 
fact that cannot always be ascertained 
from the outside. The subjugated 
peoples are the first concerned in get- 
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ting rid of their oppressors, the Nazis 
of their own nationality and their for- 
eign masters. The answer to the ques- 
tion what to do with these Nazis will 
come from Europe. This dealing can- 
not be guided by the present order. 
Its form may even be repulsive, like 
similar attempts to build a better fu- 
ture. None of these movements will 
‘be orderly and decent. All revolutions 
get such a reputation only after the 
last eye-witness is dead. 

A part of the Germans belong to the 
subjugated peoples. It will depend 
upon our policy whether this part will 
grow or diminish. Since, in Germany, 
there are only Nazi organizations, the 
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dealing will start “entre les gens du 
milieu”. Internal revulsion will an- 
nihilate the Nazis better than any 
“orderly” procedure. 

Any endeavor to keep up “Order” 
at the expense of Justice leads only to 
pseudo-stability, and sacrifices the 
chances of the future to the small 
problems of the day. If we do not 
recognize the European underground 
we help to keep up Fascism by a 
change of personnel and of slogans. 
By doing so we will not avoid the up- 
rising of the subjugated peoples. We 
change the direction of these move- 
ments, transform them to civil war 
and make them more destructive. 


It will take much more than Archbishop S pellman’s mel- 
low and effusive tribute to Francisco Franco (published in 
Collier's Magazine) to convince the average American cit- 
izen that the Spanish dictator is a benign and patriotic soul 
whose whole concern is for the welfare of all the Spanish 
people. There are still too many political prisoners shut in 
behind barbed wire in Spain; there are too many closed Prot- 
estant churches and too many Protestants in exile or in 
hiding; there are too many sordid connections with Hitler 
and Mussolini; there is too much evidence of hatred for the 
institutions of democracy; there are too many graves filled 
with patriots who were shot by Franco’s orders; there is 
altogether too much evidence of the dictator's blood lust, his 
indifference to human rights, and his antipathy for the tradi- 
tions that are dear to lovers of liberty. If the archbishop 
speaks for his Church when he pays tribute to Franco as a 
godly man, then God have mercy on the Church that can 
condone such sins as those of which he has been guilty. 


Editorial in Christian Advocate, 
The official newspaper-magazine of Methodism 


PROTESTANT AND JEW 


A series of sermons and papers by eminent Protestant churchmen compiled 
and edited by Rev. Dr. Joshua Bloch 


INTRODUCTION 


Henry Ward Beecher (1813-1887), of Puritan ancestry, was a conspicuous 
figure in the public life of his time. A graduate of Amherst College he received 
his training for the ministry at Lane Theological Seminary, a Presbytertan insti- 
tution at Cincinnati, Ohio, of which his father was president and from which 
he graduated in 1837. Ten years later, in 1847, after serving in several pul pits 
in Indiana he became the pastor of Plymouth Church (Congregational) then 
newly established in Brooklyn, N. Y. Here he became a recognized leader. His 
voice was the voice of American Protestantism. He spoke with courage and 
authority. He declared against slavery as he denounced manifestations of antt- 
Semitism. He sought the overthrow of both. In 1870 he founded and became 
editor-in-chief of a religious undenominational weekly The Christian Union, 
afterwards the Outlook, in which, as in his pastorate of Plymouth Church, he 
was succeeded by Lyman Abbott. Because of his mastery of the English tongue, 
his dramatic power, his vivid imagination, the catholicity of his sympathies, his 
passionate enthusiasm alternating with pathos, he was a preacher with an 
almost unrivalled following in his own time and country. John Hay called him 
“the greatest preacher the world has seen since St. Paul preached on Mars Hull.” 
His favorite theme was love: love of man was to him the fulfillment of all law; 
love of God was the essence of all Christianity. 

Beecher’s sermon on Jew and Gentile was preached on Sunday evening, 
June 24, 1877, at Plymouth Church, Brooklyn, N. Y. It was evoked by the 
refusal of A. T. Stewart and Judge Hilton to receive Mr. Joseph Seligman and 
his family at the Grand Union Hotel at Saratoga Springs, N. Y., because of 
objections to their race. This incident was the beginning of this obnoxious 
and alas now widespread form of social prejudice. This sermon by the great 
divine has long been inaccessible, though its value has not diminished with age, 
and its timeliness at present seems obvious. The original notes of this sermon 
are in possession of the American Jewish Society. 

On other occasions, too, Beecher spoke eloquently on behalf of the Jews. 
When persecution of Jews in Czarist Russia drove so many of them to our 
Shores it was Beecher who commended our liberal immigration laws of that 
time and admonished the American nation to welcome the Jewish refugees 
from Russia and not to reject them or regard them as aliens. Again in a letter 
to President Grover Cleveland recommending Oscar S. Straus for the post of 
Minister to Turkey Beecher said: ... “The ignorance and superstition of 
medtaeval Europe may account for the prejudices of that dark age. But how a 
Christian in our day can turn from a Jew, I cannot imagine. Christianity itself 
suckled at the bosom of Judaism; our roots are in the Old Testament. We are 
Jews ourselves gone to blossom and fruit... and it would seem strange for 
the seed to turn against the stock on which it was grown.” 


_ JEW AND GENTILE 


A sermon by HENRY WARD BEECHER 


“But when they knew that he was a Jew, all with one voice 
about the space of two hours cried out, Great is Diana of the 


“Ephesians.” Acts xixy 34, 


epee was a terrific tumult raised in 
Ephesus by a merchant. When an 
attempt was made on the part of those 
who were aggrieved by the riot that 
took place to defend themselves by ex- 
posing their principles and their proc- 
esses, the mob forbade them to speak. 
How far the world has grown since 
that time is shown by the fact that 
when in our day a merchant attempts 
to hold up to shame and disgrace men 
that are unoffending, there is no riot 
and no mob, but for the space, not of 
two hours, but of two days (which in 
New York is an age for one thing to 
be of interest) the whole people have 
sympathized with those that are 
wronged. 
It is not my purpose tonight to make 
any personal sermon. Certainly, if I 
had the disposition to do it, a fairer 
opportunity never could present itself. 
I have the pleasure of the acquaintance 
of the gentleman whose name has been 
the occasion of so much excitement— 
Mr. Seligman. I have summered with 
his family for several years. I am ac- 
quainted with him, with his honored 
wife, and with his sons and daughters; 
and I have learned to respect and love 
them. During weeks and months I 
-was with them at the Twin Mountain 
House; and not only did they behave 
in a manner becoming Christian ladies 
and gentlemen, but they behaved in a 
_ manner that ought to put to shame 
many Christian ladies and gentlemen. 
They were my helpers; and they were 
not only present at the Sunday services 
at the Twin Mountain House, but they 
were present at the daily prayer meet- 


ings on week days, volunteering serv- 
ices of kindness. I learned to feel that 
they were my deacons, and that in the 
ministration of Christian service they 
were beyond the power of prejudice 
and did not confine themselves to the 
limitations which might be supposed to 
be prescribed by their race. Therefore, 
when I heard of the unnecessary of- 
fense that had been cast upon Mr. 
Seligman, I felt that no other person 
could have been singled out that would 
have brought home to me the injustice 
more sensibly than he. With this 
statement I dismiss the personal mat- 
ter. 

There are about seven million Jews. 
in existence in all the nations of the 
earth. They are living in almost every 
land under the sun. They excel all 
other people in being despised. There 
is not another race or people that is in 
such a sense a benefactor of the human 
race as they are, and have'been. There 
is not another people under the sun 
that is treated so like despicable mis- 
creants as they are, and have been. 
For two thousand years they have ex- 
perienced hatred and contempt and 
persecution. They are an extraordinary 
race by their faults, by their virtues, 
and by their long experience. They 
have been twined in the history of 
every nation, oriental or occidental, 
ancient or modern; and yet they have 
never lost their race distinctions. They 
have mingled, but not mixed, with the 
nations which held them. 

From the Hebrews the world has re- 
ceived a treasure of benefit such as no 
other people has ever conferred upon 
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mankind; and those things in which 
we count ourselves most advanced, and 
which we boast as being blessings 
which we are conferring upon the nas- 
cent nations of our times, were derived 
as seed-corn from this notable people; 
and we are but raising harvests of that 
which they raised three thousand years 
ago. 

“In thy seed shall all the nations 
of the earth be blessed.” 

That was promised to Abraham, and 
it has been fulfilled to the letter; for 
every civilized nation on the globe is 
to-day, if it would understand the 
source of its benefits, blessed in the 
descendants of Abraham. Those heroic 
people stand pre-eminent as the un- 
recognized benefactors of the human 
race. If any people ever lived whose 
faults might be condoned in consider- 
ation of their invaluable service to 
religion and to civilization, it is the 
Hebrews. If any people ever had a 
full measure of every form and degree 
of injustice meted out to them, it is the 
Hebrews. 

Happily, in all the world the moral 
sense of mankind is checking the in- 
dignities and correcting the prejudices 
which for four thousand years have 
been raining upon the heads of this 
much-wronged people. Now and then 
a flash of the old fire breaks out, such 
as we have recently seen, but it is tran- 
sient, it is feeble, and it serves to show 
how weak the malign elements in 
civilization are, and how much gen- 
erosity and justice are infused into the 
popular feelings. 

Let us look at the contributions 
which have been made to the world’s 
stock in civilization by the Hebrews. 
It may surprise some to be told that 
commonwealth, as we understand it in 
republican governments, is unquestion- 
ably of the desert, and that our institu- 
tions sprang from the loins of Moses’ 
mind; but it is true that he reared, in 
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his retirement and relative obscurity, 
the pillars—or, at any rate, the foun- 
dations on which we are rearing the 
pillars and the superstructure. The 
commonwealth of the Israelites con- 
tained in it the seeds of all subsequent 
commonwealths. 

The people that most saturate them- 
selves with the whole economy of the 
Old Testament is the people among 
whom popular liberty is most likely to 
be developed; for, although the doc- 
trines ‘of the New Testament give to 
man in the ideal such an elevation as 
that wrong toward him becomes an 
indignity toward God, yet the working 
forms of political institutions which 
lie at the foundation of popular liberty 
and popular right are to be found in 
the Old Testament rather than in the 
New. An appeal to the people on all 
great questions of polity; the educating 
of all people to have a public senti- 
ment about their own affairs; the 
attempt to conduct a government, 
whether by prophet, by priest, or by 
king, for the benefit of the people 
themselves — these fundamental ele- 
ments belonged, and I think belonged 
first, to the Hebrew Commonwealth. 
The more one studies the genius of 
legislation in the earlier periods of the 
national existence of the Hebrews, the 
more he will have reason to perceive 
that we are deriving, as it were, the 
very nourishment of our public life 
from those remote times, and that we 
are indebted to this people for those 
very things which make us able to 
despise anybody or anything. 

Closely allied to the organization of 
government, and indeed precedent to 
it, as the very condition of successful 
and continuous government, is the 
household. Now, the family emerged 
from barbaric forms earlier among the 
Hebrews than among any other people, 
and passed into that condition which 
has enabled it to perpetuate itself. For 


1943 


although, according to the teaching of 
our Master, Moses permitted polyg- 
amy, it was only by suffrance and on 
conditions that would surely extin- 
guish it, and that did extinguish it. So 
it may be said that, in spite of the 
patriarchal example of early times and 
later times, the great body of common 
people among the Hebrews were 
brought up in the spirit of monogamy, 
and the household was constituted by 
the love of one man to one woman. In 
the rearing and governing of a family 
of children the household was a great 
school of all virtue and all integrity. 
If there be one thing that has been 
striking in the economy of the 
Hebrews from the ancient day it is 
their care of their children; the instruc- 
tion that they gave to them; their guid- 
ance of them in their rising up and sit- 
ting down, their going out and coming 
in. Their great aim was to instruct 
their children in a knowledge of their 
own institutions; in a knowledge of 
the history of their people; and in a 
knowledge of those ordinances of God 
which had made that history cele- 
brated. On no other point was there 
so much urgency in the instruction of 
their children as on that of character; 
and in no other nation were children 
ever reared with more care. That fea- 
ture was continued down through all 
the mediaeval darkness, and is charac- 
teristic in Jewish households to this 
very hour. In intelligence, in home 
life, in purity, in exaltation of senti- 
ment, and in extraordinary care in the 
teaching of children, there are not to 
be found in the palmiest communities 
of the best Christian households those 
that surpass the best families of Jews 
at this time. We have borrowed their 
example, and are rearing our children 
after the pattern and inspiration of the 
Jewish household as it has existed 
from the days of Moses onward. 

I cannot fail to point out, too, how, 
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in that oriental land, and in that early 
day, the virtue of industry, of personal 
independence, of work, was under- 
stood and enforced. During the time 
when Plato declared that in his ideal 
republic there should be no mechanics; 
curing that long intermediate period 
when to be a working man was to 
be shut out from all hope of honor 
and elevation in society; during the 
times when monarchy and aristocracy 
frowned upon labor; clear down to the 
day when, contrary to the fundamental 
principles of our institutions and the 
design of our fathers, slavery in this 
land made work dishonorable, and was 
eating out the inner life of it; from 
four thousand years ago down to this 
day—work has been honorable in the 
Jewish household; and that motto, that 
proverb stands, which stood at that 
early period: “He who brings his child 
up without a trade brings him up to be 
a thief.” On that principle the chil- 
dren of the richest Jews, of Jews in the 
highest station, were taught how to 
maintain themselves by their own 
hands and by their own industry. The 
making of work honorable is one of 
the boons which God has given to the 
human race through this remarkable 
people. 

Then we are to take notice how in 
the Jewish nation, from the very earli- 
est day, woman took that position to 
which she has been coming for two 
thousand years since through the in- 
spirations of Christianity. While all 
around them, in the barbaric East, 
woman was the degraded object of 
man’s lust, or of his convenience as the 
drudge of the household, at that very 
time the Jewish institutions were min- 
istered to by priestesses; by women of 
singular virtue and sagacity and emi- 
nence. In Greece a woman was not 
even permitted to go to the door to 
greet her husband or son as he came 
from the battle-field. She was not al- 
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lowed to know music or poetry or phi- 
losophy, if she would be virtuous. 
There were women in Greece who-were 
educated to all the embellishments and 
arts of life; education in Greece among 
women was given with a large hand, 
and they were educated in everything 
that we consider, today, as most befit- 
ting the noblest women; but alas! no 
woman was so instructed unless she 
was to be a courtesan. If a woman was 
to be a mother, and a woman honored 
for domestic virtue, she must be ig- 
norant, and must not even show her 
face in a public assembly, and she must 
not appear unveiled in the streets. But 
while such was the law in intellectual 
and artistic Greece, in Palestine the 
mother, the wife or the daughter with 
unashamed and unveiled face might 
look upon any man; and if called to 
any function, there was no public sen- 
timent and no law prevented her as- 
suming that function. Whatever a 
woman could do well, and was called 
of God by inspiration to do, that she 
was permitted to do; and she stood 
honored by what she was. That inval- 
uable contribution to humanity we de- 
rived from the early example of this 
great people. 

They also gave to the world, by their 
ancient economy, a religion whose 
genius was the development of man- 
hood. In other words, they gave to the 
world an ethical religion, as distin- 
guished from a worshipping and su- 
perstitious religion. Although the Jew 
made manifest every office of devotion 
and reverence, and although you might 
select from the Jewish writers saints as 
eminent in observances as any others; 
yet the distinctive peculiarity of reli- 
gion among the Israelites was that it 
had a practical drift as regards the con- 
duct of men. It did not expend itself 
in lyrics and prayers and worship. It 
descended to the character of men, and 
sought first, and above all other faiths 
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of that age, to develop manhood. For 
the whole flow of that word “right- 
eousness”’ in the Old Testament is the 
equivalent of our word “manhood,” 
in modern phrase, and seeking after 
righteousness was the distinctive pe- 
culiarity of the Hebrew religion. It 
bred a race of men who put into the 
building of themselves the attribute of 
truth, of justice, of humanity, or moral- 
ity, of gentleness and of humility. It 
reared men who had no equals, and 
with whom there was nothing that 
could compare in their own time. The 
Greeks built better temples than the 
Hebrews; but though the Hebrew 
hand never carved a marble, it did bet- 
ter—it carved men. While the Greeks 
were so corrupt in social matters that 
they had not moral sense enough to 
hold the State together; while their 
national life was perpetually breaking 
down under the stress of human nature 
for lack of manly character; while they 
were making wondrous pictures; while 
they were building world-renowned 
temples; while they were carving 
heroes in gold and ivory than which 
the world never saw greater, and will 
never see greater; while they were 
making a simulacrum of mankind, the 
Hebrews were making mankind—they 
were making man. Such was the very 
drift of their religion. And the apostle, 
having received the culture of Greece 
at the feet of his great teacher, and 
knowing what it meant, declared that 
his brethren sought after righteous- 
ness, but that they did not well under- 
stand what were the instruments by 
which the higher development of man- 
hood was to be attained. They sought 
to develop righteousness by institu- 
tions; but Paul says that no race of 
people ever did or ever will, merely by 
institutions, develop the highest form 
of character. That must be done by 
following a living example under an 
heroic inspiration. 
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Christ is the law. That is, he under- 
took to do that which the whole law 
aimed to do, but which through the 
weakness of the flesh it could not do. 
He came making virtue luminous, and 
interpreting to mankind so much of 
the divine disposition as can possibly 
be shown in the human flesh, by mak- 
ing possible to men that which a man 
longs, prays, yearns, sighs to be, and 
then helping them to come to it— 
namely, to “a perfect man’; to “the 
measure of the stature of the fullness 
of Christ.” But this Jewish people set 
the example, by their religion, which 
led men to seek manhood as the chief 
thing under all circumstances—a 
larger, broader, nobler, diviner man- 
hood than ever the Gentiles dreamed 
of. 

The moral sense of mankind, the 
vivid conception of right and wrong 
among men, sprang from the training 
of the Jews. Hunger and thirst after 
righteousness has been characteristic of 
the Jew from an early age; and we 
have derived an impulse in that direc- 
tion from his writings and from his ex- 
ample. The Greek gave to the world 
aesthetic gifts. Whatever was ex- 
quisite in beauty, whatever was fine in 
symmetry, whatever was rare in pro- 
portion, whatever was harmonious in 
art, the Greek longed for; but he never 
longed for the good. The Jew was de- 
ficient in the perception of the beauti- 
ful as it was developed in matter; but 
his soul was all aflame with a concep- 
tion of the beautiful as it was devel- 
oped in the mind; and he sought to 
create in man inwardly by the spirit 
that which the Greeks sought to create 
in him outwardly by the flesh. 

“As the hart panteth after the water- 
brooks, so panteth my soul after thee, 
O God.” 

In all the literature of the globe you 
cannot find another such aspiration; 
and this is but one of ten thousand of 
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the breathings by the Jewish mind of 
its yearning after the divine. 

The moral literature, too, which has 
come from this people has been a treas- 
ure to the world. The human race has 
fed on Homer, on Plato, on Aristotle, 
Seneca, on Cicero, and in the far 
Orient on one or two notable authors; 
but nowhere has there been such food 
for the inner man as in the wisdom of 
Solomon, in the lyrics of David and his 
school, and in the cry of those great 
solitary statesmen, the Hebrew proph- 
ets, who were the masters of states- 
manship in the age in which they lived. 

But to us and to all Christendom the 
Hebrew should be held sacred for that 
gift without name and without price, 
our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ. “Of 
whom as concerning the flesh Christ 
came’ is a sentence that ought to make 
the Israelites sacred to us from asso- 
ciation and from history, if from noth- 
ing else. The ideal man of the ages 
was Jesus Christ. The likeness of so 
much of the divine nature as can dwell 
in human flesh was Jesus Christ. The 
grandest interpreter of the Old Testa- 
ment Scripture was Jesus Christ. The 
Sermon on the Mount is but an epi- 
tome of the great truths which had 
been wrought out in the experience 
and observation of the thousands of. 
years of God’s people preceding. Jesus 
Christ gathered them together and 
brought them as grain in a granary 
into the Sermon on the Mount; but 
they grew in a thousand fields dis- 
persed through the ages. To be sure, 
he made them more noble by inspher- 
ing them in a spiritual light, and show- 
ing what their outcome was, and was 
to be; but they were the Old Testa- 
ment economies; and the Sermon on 
the Mount, into which they were gath- 
ered, comes to us not simply from 
Jesus Christ, but from his ancestors 
throughout all the period of the Jewish 
commonwealth. 
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But if one turns from moral func- 
tions to secular, it may be said that no 
people ever taught the world such a 
lesson of endurance, of indestructible 
manhood, under every conceivable op- 
pression and wrong, as the Jews have. 
No abuse that can be heaped upon 
man has been spared from the head of 
this persecuted people. From the days 
of the Roman emperors they have been 
objects of cruelty in every part of the 
civilized world. They have everywhere 
been denied citizenship. Everywhere 
they have been denied not only equal 
rights, but the commonest: rights of 
humanity. They have been obliged to 
clothe themselves so that their very 
garments were a badge of contempt. 
They have been shut up in certain ter- 
ritories. They have been fleeced, 
cheated, persecuted with the cruelest 
instruments of wrong by those who 
sought to wrest from them their sup- 
posed riches. They have been emptied 
out of countries where they had taken 
up their abode. For instance, from 
Spain seventy thousand families were 
driven suddenly into exile, not more 
than one-fifth of them surviving. That 
cruel exodus was repeated time and 
time again in various, nations, from 
hundred years to hundred years, under 
the oppressions of superstitious peo- 
ples. Did a plague break out in Hun- 
gaty? The Jews had poisoned the 
people, and a mob wreaked vengeance 
upon their households. Was there 
black death in Germany? The whole 
country was in cruel riot to avenge 
their sufferings on the persecuted Jews. 

But this remarkable race, though 
fined, robbed, treated with the utmost 
injustice and cruelty, and kicked out 
from their abiding place again and 
again, could not be destroyed. Hope 
sprang immortal in their soul. With 
tenacity, with toughness, with an 
ineradicable courage, with a persist- 
ence in their own faith, and with a 
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trust in their own national stock, they 
have marched through I know not how 
many generations of persecution, The 
legend of “The Wandering Jew” is 
true—not of any one person, but of a 
people. It was the nation of the Jews 
that was the “Wandering Jew”; and 
all that has ever been dreamed. by 
poets or invented by the imagination 
of the miseries of the “Wandering 
Jew” has been fulfilled more than 
fourfold upon the head of this great 
and wonderful race. They have never 
sat down in discouragement, but have 
repaired again and again and again 
their wasted fortunes, and erected 
schools and synagogues, and amassed 
property, and served the State, and 
wrought for manhood. It has been the 
very genius of the Hebrew people to 
work for the welfare of mankind by 
working for their own welfare. All 
their struggles for existence, and all 
their conflicts for equal rights, have 
done much to produce that spirit of 
toleration which is found throughout 
the civilized nations of the globe. They 
fought the battle of liberty in fighting 
for their own right to live. The con- 
flict in England by which the disfran- 
chised Jews were at last permitted to 
have a name, and to have citizenship, 
and the rights of a citizen under the 
Government, was one of the most en- 
lightening and strengthening of all 
the moral movements in your time 
and mine. All that which took place 
in England took place in Germany, 
in Holland, in Spain, in Portgual, in 
France, in Switzerland, in Hungary, 
and in Austria generally. The Jews, 
everywhere persecuted, everywhere 
bruised and crushed in the root, every- 
where disbranched, everywhere defoli- 
ated, everywhere robbed of their pre- 
cious fruit, have sprung to life again 
like the mulberry-tree, which is fed 
upon and plucked by the silk-weaving 
worm, but which, though stripped of 
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one crop of leaves, produced another 
and another. This extraordinary people 
have set an example to humanity of in- 
domitable courage in the endurance of 
whatever men can put upon them and 
yet living and thriving. If ever a race 
was heroic this race has been. 

In its long and dreary way the in- 
domitable spirit of this great people 
has not flinched. They have held fast 
to their faith. When for the sake of 
saving themselves they were outwardly 
obliged to conform to a cruel reigning 
Christianity, interiorly, in the church, 
in the sanctuary of their own house- 
holds, they were faithful to the re- 
ligion of their fathers. And, not con- 
tent with simply their own advance- 
ment, they have in almost every age 
and in almost every country added to 
the common stock of knowledge and 
civilization, and that under all the un- 
favorable conditions of which I have 
spoken. The Jewish philosophers have 
stood second to none. The Jewish 
statesmen have been among the most 
eminent in the world. Jewish teachers, 
and scholars, and literary men, and 
scientists, and artists have ranked with 
the ablest in Europe, and they do to- 
day. It will not do to say that they are 
the genius of intelligence and admin- 
istration in Europe; but I may venture 
to say that they are second to no others 
in these respects. Today in music, in 
painting, in histrionic art, in finance, 
and in generalship, the Hebrews are 
equal to any among the most favored, 
whether in Europe or in America. Con- 
sidering their opportunities, they are 
certainly giving more genius to states- 
manship and administration and fi- 
nance than any other people. 

What have they, then, of which they 
need be ashamed, in a Christian repub- 
lic where all men are declared to be 
free and equal? Of what has this 
oriental nation to be ashamed in a 
country where Christianity has breathed 
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a spirit of manhood? Is it that they 
are excessively industrious? Let the 
Yankee cast the first stone. Is it that 
they are inordinately keen in bargain- 
ing? Have they ever stolen ten mil- 
lions of dollars at a pinch from a city? 
Are our courts bailing out Jews, or 
compromising with Jews? Are there 
Jews lying in our jails, and waiting for 
mercy, and dispossessing themselves 
slowly of the enormous wealth which 
they have stolen? You cannot find one 
criminal Jew in the whole catalogue. 
It is said that the Jews are crafty and 
cunning, and sometimes dishonest, in 
their dealings. Ah! what a phenom- 
enon dishonesty must be in New York! 
Do they not pay their debts when it is 
inconvenient? Hear it, O ye Yankees! 
Was there ever any such thing known 
on the face of the earth before? Is it 
true that they live on that which you 
throw away? What a miscreant a man 
must be that is so closely economical! 
Is it true that they can make money 
where you go to bankruptcy? Shame 
on you!—not on them. Is it true that 
they have among them many who are 
untrustworthy? I suppose they must 
be the only people on God’s earth any 
portion of whom are not trustworthy! 
Now I suppose there are Jews that are 
sometimes tempted of the devil; I sup- 
pose there are crafty men among the 
Jews; but I believe that for their num- 
bers there are fewer such men among 
them than among us, and that of men 
of high and honorable dealing with 
enormous interests at stake, of trust- 
worthy men in the administration of 
affairs, they have more in proportion 
to their numbers than our own or any 
other race-stock, in this or any other 
land. 

If, then, you look upon their genius, 
upon their antiquity, upon their early 
and continuing services, upon the leg- 
acy which they have given to the gen- 
tile world, upon their fidelity to their 


24 THE PROTESTANT 


faith, upon their heroism, upon their 
industry, upon their enterprise, and 
upon their substantial integrity, they 
are of all people under the sun the 
last that should be insulted, either 
by retail or by wholesale. And if in 
all the world you had sought for a 
place in which to base an insult for 
mere race you could not have found 
another where it would have been so 
disreputable as in America, where the 
face spirit is opposed to our fundamen- 
tal interpretation of not only religion, 
but of morality and of civic economy. 
But of all places in America where 
society attempts to keep its garments 
free from contact with the vulgar 
people, think of a hotel; and of all 
hotels a thousand-room hotel in Sara- 
toga! Listen, O ye astonished people; 
where for fifty years North and South 
and East and West have come to- 
gether, and been instructed, sometimes 
by ministers and sometimes by Morris- 
seys, and where every form of pleasur- 
able vice, every sort of amusement, 
everything that would draw custom, 
has been common—there in Saratoga, 
the Corinth of America, in a hotel de- 
signed to accommodate two thousand 
people, it seems society is so developed 
that it will not consent to go unless 
everybody that comes is fit to associate 
with men who made their money yes- 
terday, or a few years ago, selling cod- 
fish! What is society in America? It is 
a disposition to be independent. The 
power of a man to take care of him- 
self and his family by his own wit and 
industry—that makes a man respect- 
able insofar as economics is con- 
cerned; and it is not in good taste for 
a man that inherits all his money, and 
does not earn a dollar himself, to re- 
proach men who have not a dollar that 
they did not earn themselves. Of all 
people in creation the Hebrews least 
deserve the ban, the finger of scorn, 
the ostracism, of polite society. The 


Noveinbet 


trouble is, men have not been to school 
enough to learn the decency which be- 
longs to the instruction of the Jews, to 
their institutions, and to their funda- 
mental ideas of manhood and religion. 

Are these people aiding or are they 
quenching civilization in our land? 
Are they bearing their part in the ad- 
vance of knowledge in America? Are 
they educating their children? Are 
they publishing books and newspapers ? 
Are they opening synagogues? Are 
they the corrupters of morality? Is it 
in the Jewish family that the mon- 
strous spawn is bred that degrades 
Christian households? It was left for 
Christian reformers to unloose the 
bands and throw open the door to 
every foul solicitation and every base 
temptation that plays about every 
household in the land. Are the Jews 
remiss in rearing their children in 
those elements of education and train- 
ing which go to make a character dis- 
tinguished for virtue, integrity and 
manhood ? 

Are they in our poor-houses? In 
which? Are they in our jails? Where? 
Are they in our reformatories? Point 
them out. Do their women defile our 
streets? You cannot find another 
people in America among whom the 
social virtues are more rigorously 
taught and observed than among the 
Israelites. Exceptions there are, but 
their characteristics are such as I have 
represented them to be. They are a 
temperate people, and we are a 
drunken people. They are a virtuous 
people, and we largely tend to be a 
lascivious people. They are a people 
excessively careful of their children, 
and there is a great laxity among us in 
the education of the household. We 
may well take lessons from them. They 
were the schoolmasters of our fathers, 
and we may well go to school to the 
same masters. 

They are becoming land-owners in 
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America, by reason of the liberty and 
toleration which reign here; and as 
land-owners those very peculiarities 
which made them offensive at other 
times are dropping away from them. 
There can be no question that the Jew- 
ish race stock, if it be suffered in the 
largest spirit of true Christianity to 
have its way, will merge with the 
American stock. During all the two 
thousand years in which the Jews have 
been wanderers on the globe, per- 
secuted and despised, there has been 
no inducement for them to invest their 
money in landed estates, and their 
property has been of a moveable kind; 
but they are now buying land in Amer- 
ica; and I tell you the land that a 
people stand on forms them more than 
they form the land by their agricul- 
ture; and more among us than any- 
where else they become citizens. They 
come here to live and stay; and their 
children will intermarry with ours; 
their blood will flow into the common 
stream with ours; and if their virtues 
might be incorporated with ours it 
would be of unspeakable advantage to 
us. Where else, then, is prejudice 
against them so culpable as in our 
land? 

Let me say, in closing, that our 
brethren and fellow-citizens, the Jews, 
should not suffer themselves to be too 
much exercised by the petty slights or 
even public insults that are heaped 
upon them. A hero may be annoyed 
by a mosquito; but to put on his whole 
armor and call on all his followers to 
join him in making war on an insect 
would be beneath his dignity; and I 
think that for our friends, the Jews, to 
notice in any special manner this in- 
dignity which they have received will 
be to place too much importance upon 
it. I trust, therefore, that there will be 
no public assemblies called, no resolu- 
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tions passed, no more unfortunate let- 
ters written, no recriminations, no per- 
sonalities. We are fed to death with 
such things as these, until the people 
have come to have almost a butcher's 
appetite. So let us banish, and let us 
exhort those whom we are proud to 
call fellow-citizens to banish wrath; 
and may they recognize that their po- 
sition, their honors, all things that are 
sacred to them, are, in this country, 
such as they shall themselves deter- 
mine them to be. May they understand 
that under this government there is no 
place to which they may not aspire—no 
sphere of finance, no walk in literature, 
no avenue to honor, no field of art or 
science—which is shut to them. The 
heaven above their head is not more 
free to every one of them than all the 
ways of men in this land. Let them be 
composed, and not be disturbed by in- 
juries which are but the faintest echoes 
of the wrongs which were inflicted on 
their fathers through unnumbered gen- 
erations. If their fathers, when the 
foot of tyranny was placed upon their 
necks, when they were treated to the 
flame and the cord and the ax, when 
they tasted the luxury of the dungeon, 
when they were pelted with all manner 
of obloquy, when they were driven 
hither and thither and were wanderers 
up and down the earth, in patience 
possessed themselves, and maintained 
their economy, their institutions and 
their genius, I am sure their descend- 
ants will be able, under this slight 
breath, this white frost, this momen- 
tary flash of insult, to maintain their 
genius, their households, their social 
customs, their citizenship and the hon- 
ors which their fathers achieved, and 
of which they are showing themselves 
not to be unworthy in this nation and 
in Our time. 
* * * 


THE CASE OF HERR SCHEFFER 


By ALBERT E. KAHN - 


MMEDIJATELY after America’s 

entry into the war, agents of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation ar- 
rested a plump, dapper, middle-aged 
German journalist who was living in a 
fashionable apartment house at 227 
Fast 57th Street, New York City. This 
German journalist was listed in U. S. 
Government files as the American 
correspondent for Das Reich, the 
official publication of the Nazi Propa- 
ganda Ministry. Until the day of his 
arrest he had been working in the 
United States under the direct super- 
vision of Dr. Paul Joseph Goebbels. 
The name of the German journalist 
was Paul Scheffer. 

Herr Scheffer was interned at Ashe- 
ville, North Carolina. It was taken for 
granted that he would remain there for 
the duration of the war. 

No more was heard of Paul Scheffer 
for almost two years. Then, several 
weeks ago, a strange tale began mak- 
ing the rounds in Washington and 
New York. According to this tale, Dr. 
Goebbels’ representative, Paul Schef- 
fer, had been quietly released from in- 
ternment and was once again com- 
fortably established in New York City. 
It was even said that Herr Scheffer was 
now working for an agency of the 
United States Government. . . . 

On September 19, 1943, the Sunday 
edition of the New York Times 
featured on the front page of its mag- 
azine section an article entitled, ‘“The 
Specter of 1918 Walks in Germany.” 
The article carried the by-line of Con- 
tad Long, who was briefly and some- 
what vaguely described as “a close 
student of German affairs in the pres- 
ent war.” The piece was stodgy, ver- 
bose and generally noncommittal. 
There was little to distinguish it from 


the run-of-the-mill articles in the mag- 
azine section of the Sunday Times. 
The only phrase in the article which 
might have aroused the curiosity of a 
careful reader mentioned that “the 
crops of the Ukraine” had been “al- 
legedly doubled this summer by Ger- 
man methods.” 

Yet, despite its seemingly undistin- 
guished character, “The Specter of 
1918 Walks in Germany’ was an 
extraordinarily unique article—for this 
simple reason: “Conrad Long” did not 
exist; the real author of the Times 
article was none other than Dr. Goeb- 
bels’ man, Paul Scheffer. 

On October 13, Francis Brown, 
Assistant Editor of the Sunday Times, 
received a telephone call from Joseph 
Brainin, Associate Editor of THE 
PROTESTANT. Mr. Brainin asked 
whether Conrad Long was actually 
Paul Scheffer. “Yes, that’s right,” Mr. 
Brown casually replied. ‘“Paul Scheffer 
wrote the article.” 

The following day a reporter from 
PM telephoned Mr. Brown to ask the 
same question. In the meantime Mr. 
Brown had apparently profited from 
an earnest discussion with other mem- 
bers of the Times staff. In answer to 
the second inquiry, he firmly declared: 
“I have no comment to make.” 

“Do you deny that Paul Scheffer 
wrote the article?” the reporter asked. 

The resourceful Mr. Brown was not 
to be flustered. ‘No comment,” he 
said. 


There was a time when Paul Schef- 
fer was a journalist of international 
renown. As the Moscow correspon- 
dent from 1922 until 1929 of the 
famous Berliner Tageblatt, Scheffer 
achieved the reputation of being “the 
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best-informed man on Soviet Russia.” 
His colorfully phrased dispatches, 
which displayed unusual sympathy 
toward the new Soviet regime and con- 
tained stimulating analyses of a wide 
range of economic and political sub- 
jects, were extensively quoted and re- 
printed throughout Europe and Amer- 
ica. At sessions of the League of 
Nations in Geneva, the well-groomed 
figure of Paul Scheffer was invariably 
to be found surrounded by a deferen- 
tial group of delegates and journalists 
listening absorbedly to his eloquent 
pronouncements on matters of world 
import. Periodicals referred to Schef- 
fer as the “King of Correspondents.” 

But in the fall of 1929 Scheffer’s 
career as a Moscow correspondent 
came to an abrupt and most unex- 
pected conclusion. Scheffer was paying 
one of his periodic visits to Germany 
when the Soviet authorities suddenly 
and categorically forbade him to return 
to the Soviet Union. 

Scheffer’s many distinguished friends 
in European literary and_ political 
circles unleashed a storm of impas- 
sioned protest. With bitter indigna- 
tion, they declared that no foreign 
correspondent had ever shown a more 
considerate attitude toward the Soviet 
Union. What possible civilized reason 
could there be for treating a man of 
Paul Scheffer’s talents in such a 
fashion ? 

The answer to that question was 
locked in the files of the Soviet secret 
police. Some of the facts were made 
public eight years later, in March, 
1938, when a group of twenty-one 
spies and saboteurs went on trial in 
Moscow before the Military Collegium 
of the Supreme Court of the U.S.S.R. 
Among the accused was Mikhail 
Chernov, former Commissar of Agri- 
culture of the Soviet Union. Chernov 
admitted that for years he had received 
an average of 4,000 rubles a month 
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from the German Military Intelli- 
gence, in exchange for providing them 
with Russian military and trade secrets 
and for organizing extensive sabotage 
in Soviet farming regions. Chernov 
named the German agent under whose 
supervision his first espionage-sabotage 
assignments had been carried out. The 
German agent, Chernov said, was 
“Paul Scheffer, correspondent of the 
Berliner Tageblatt.” 

Describing his first meeting with 
Scheffer, Chernov related how he had 
been instructed by the German Military 
Intelligence to expect a visit from an 
unnamed German journalist. ‘Shortly 
after,’ Chernov told the members of 
the Military Collegium of the Soviet 
Supreme Court, ‘Scheffer came to see 
me and said that he had been sent by 
Colonel Oberhaus (a German Intelli- 
gence officer—AEK). He gave the 
password ‘Reinhold.’ That was my 
pseudonym as a German spy... . He 
moreover demanded special informa- 
tion about stocks of industrial goods. 
He was particularly interested about 
the stocks of industrial goods in the 
towns. He demanded information 
about the progress of grain collections 
and about the grain mobilization 
stocks. .. . After this I had a number 
of periodical meetings with Scheffer. 
I transmitted information to the Ger- 
man Intelligence Service, and through 
him received instructions from the lat- 
ter about the organization of wrecking 
work. I had an especially long con- 
versation with Scheffer on the organi- 
zation of wrecking work in the sphere 
of grain collections and grain supplies. 
The chief task assigned to me by the 
German Intelligence Service at that 
time was to arrange to spoil grain 
within the country. . . .Those com- 
missions that Scheffer gave me I car- 
ried out.” 

On March 13, 1938, Mikhail Cher- 
nov was shot as a traitor. Only a few 


28 THE PROTESTANT 


weeks before Chernov’s execution, 
Paul Scheffer arrived in the United 
States as the American correspormdent 
for the Berliner Tageblatt.... 

Being barred from the Soviet Union 
tad proven no calamity for the versa- 
tile German journalist. Indeed, his 
fortunes had prospered. Bulwarked by 
his reputation as an expert on Soviet 
affairs, Scheffer had become one of 
Europe’s outstanding, most prolific and 
most highly paid anti-Soviet propa- 
gandists. 

Before his final departure from the 
Soviet Union, Scheffer had been send- 
ing out reports of the promising eco- 
nomic progress the country was mak- 
ing. Barely two months later, in the 
December 8, 1929 issue of the Lon- 
don Observer, Scheffer was picturing 
“events in Russia” as “steadily moving 
toward a crisis . . . so grave that it 
threatens the very existence of the re- 
gime.” The Soviet program of col- 
lectivized farming, said Scheffer, was 
the basic cause of this crisis. “Under 
Soviet economics,” he gravely declared, 
“agricultural production is on the road 
to ruin.” (The next two harvests in 
Russia were the best since the Revolu- 
tion, and the country was soon to be- 
come the largest grain producer in the 
world.) 

“Russia on the Brink—Is Stalin 
Doomed?” was the graphic title of 
another of Scheffer’s articles, which 
appeared in the January 15, 1930, issue 
of the American magazine, Living 
Age. Again he made the dire prophecy 
that the Soviet Government was on 
the verge of immediate collapse. At 
regular intervals, during the next 
eleven years, Paul Scheffer was to fore- 
cast the impending disintegration of 
the Soviet Union. 

_ Scarcely a week went by without one 
of Scheffer’s anti-Soviet articles appear- 
ing in a leading European or American 
magazine or newspaper. He described 
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in lurid detail “Soviet double-dealing”’ 
in foreign affairs. He campaigned 
against American recognition of the - 
Government of the Soviet Union, 
warning that, ‘If America decides upon 
recognition, it may hereafter be neces- 
sary in history to say that in 1931 she 
made her deliberate choice between 
bourgeois Europe and the Soviets.” He 
wrote that the Soviet people were 
“constantly fed reports about the al- 
leged dangers of ,war—a well-known 
tactic on the part of those who desire 
war.” He portrayed Josef Stalin as 
“Lenin’s faithful dog” and told of “his 
primitiveness, his lack of erudition, his 
coarse rhetoric, his uncouth manner.” 
Anti-Semitism had become a crime in 
the Soviet Union under Stalin, but in 
the March, 1937, issue of the Fort- ° 
nightly Review Paul Scheffer—who 
had explained away Hitler’s anti- 
Semitic program—had this to say 
about the Soviet leader: “Although 
Stalin, a Circasian, cannot be called an 
anti-Semite on principle, he is in prac- 
tise a foe of the Jews.” 

Of course, this anti-Soviet propa- 
ganda activity was profitable not only 
to Paul Scheffer; it was also profitable 
to the Nazis. When Adolf Hitler came 
to power in 1933, Scheffer was the 
London correspondent of the Berliner 
Tageblatt. To the surprise of many of 
his anti-Nazi friends, who still re- 
garded Scheffer as a liberal, he did not 
resign from, the Berliner Tageblatt 
when it came under the control of the 
Propaganda Ministry of the Third 
Reich. On the contrary, with anti- 
fascist German journalists being 
thrown into concentration camps and 
murdered, Paul Scheffer returned to 
Germany and was promptly appointed 
editor-in-chief of the Berliner Tage- 
blatt. Conveniently for Scheffer, the 
former editor-in-chief, Theodor Wolff, 
had been a Jew and had been forced 
to flee from Germany. 
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At the time Scheffer gave a vivid 
demonstration of the most amazing of 
his many diverse talents: his ability to 
convince influential friends in foreign 
circles that he is really a staunch anti- 
Nazi at heart. He spread the word 
among his friends abroad that he was 
undertaking some mysterious mission 
in the Third Reich, and that his real 
reason for becoming editor-in-chief of 
the Berliner Tageblatt was to prevent 
this post from falling into the hands 
of some loyal Nazi. Strangely enough, 
many of his friends believed him. 
Years later Eugene Lennhoff, for- 
merly editor of the Vienna Tele- 
graph, was to comment on this re- 
markable persuasiveness of Paul Schef- 
fer. ‘‘To this day,” Lennhoff wrote in 
London in the spring of 1942, “there 
must be many people in America and 
in Europe who would insist in good 
faith that Paul Scheffer is an anti- 
Nazi. He himself did everything to 
encourage belief in his ‘decency of 
character’ in those circles which it was 
his purpose to persuade. He succeeded 
in demonstrating his ‘inward dislike’ 
for the Hitler regime so convincingly 
that hundreds of politicians and jour- 
nalists believed him.” One of Schef- 
fer’s favorite devices was passing on 
to his influential friends abroad “‘con- 
fidential information” about the Nazis. 
His friends, of course, never had the 
opportunity to check whether this in- 
formation had first been cleared with 
the German Intelligence. 

Among those whom Paul Scheffer 
failed to cohvince of his anti-Nazi 
proclivities was an astute, anti-fascist 
American Ambassador to Germany, 
the late William E. Dodd. On Novem- 
ber 15, 1936, Dr. Dodd wrote in his 
diary the following notation about 
Paul Scheffer: “The Argentine Min- 
ister said, further, that Paul Scheffer of 
the Berliner Tageblatt, who had been 
visiting Latin American representatives 
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here, spent an hour with them. Scheffer 
had represented the Foreign Office, he 
thought, and perhaps the Propaganda 
Ministry. He [Scheffer] criticized the 
whole American program in Latin 
America, said it was a renewal of the 
Monroe Doctrine in its former aggres- 
sive shape and that Roosevelt had no 
right to influence South American pol- 
icy... . I have been watchful of this 
Scheffer who was a Social Democrat a 
few years ago, was several years in the 
United States as correspondent for the 
German press and is now a good 
Nazi.” 

The Propaganda Ministry of the 
Third Reich obviously shared Dr. 
Dodd’s opinion that Paul Scheffer was 
a “good Nazi.” This august Nazi 
agency which incidentally has its own 
espionage branch, called the Counter- 
Action (Abwehr) Department, sent 
Scheffer on confidential missions in 
strategic, widely separated sections of 
the globe. Under the supervision of 
the Propaganda Ministry, Scheffer vis- 
ited the British and Dutch East Indies, 
Malaya, Singapore, Sarawak, the 
Philippines, Hong Kong and Shanghai. 
In these areas he carefully inspected 
rubber plantations, tin mines, oil wells, 
fortifications and air fields. Finally, in 
the winter of 1937, Scheffer received 
orders from Nazi Germany to take up 
residence in the United States. 

By the spring of 1938 Scheffet’s dis- 
patches from New York City were be- 
ing featured on the front page of the 
Berliner Tageblatt. He had his own 
peculiar, subtle brand of Nazi propa- 
ganda. In the April 3, 1938, issue of 
the German newspaper these words of 
Scheffer appeared in heavy type: “To- 
day, the number of unemployed in 
New York, now variable but always 
tending upwards, is bigger than that of 
the whole Third Reich.”” His article in 
the April 26, 1938, issue concluded 
with this observation: “America, too, — 
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recognizes that the Democracy of the 
nineteenth century ‘has no speed’ 
(“kein Tempo hat’). They use, ris- 
use the word Dictatorship, because 
they know that many people in Amer- 
ica are concerned with its meaning, and 
because confidence in the state ap- 
paratus as it now exists is quickly dis- 
appearing.” 

At the beginning of 1940 Scheffer 
moved still higher in the Nazi propa- 
ganda hierarchy. He was appointed 
the American correspondent for Das 
Reich, the official organ of the Propa- 
ganda Ministry, edited and owned by 
Dr. Goebbels himself. Scheffer quickly 
proved himself worthy of the appoint- 
ment, sending dispatches to the Nazi 
publication which were a skillful mix- 
ture of anti-American propaganda and 
information which might be of interest 
to the German military authorities. 
“Within the Western hemisphere,” 
Scheffer reported four months before 
Pearl Harbor in the July 27, 1941, is- 
sue of Das Reich, ‘the American gov- 
ernment is building bases. The U. S. 
has built bases for airplanes in Brazil 
and is now making preparations to do 
the same in Uruguay.” In the same 
article, Scheffer wrote, “The United 
States seeks new bases at the Galapa- 
gos Islands in the neighborhood of the 
Panama Canal, although Ecuador 
seems not yet willing to deliver the 
islands to the United States. Further- 
more, not only the Philippines but the 
Netherland Indies, as well as Singa- 
pore, have at their disposal an ever- 
growing amount of American war 
planes.”” Scheffer added that there was 
no doubt that “in case of a Japanese 
attack on Singapore or in the South 
Pacific the role of the United States 
marine and air fleet has been decided 
upon to the last detail.” 

On September 21, 1941, ten weeks 
before the Axis launched its attack 
against the United States, Scheffer re- 
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gretfully reported in Das Reich on the 
rapid headway which President Roose- 
velt’s defense program was making. 
Scheffer explained that the President 
of the United States was winning the 
fight against the “non-interventionists”’ 
(read: America Firsters, Christian 
Fronters, Bundists, etc.) only because 
these elements lacked adequate cour- 
age, while the President was using his 
powers “ruthlessly.” Scheffer con- 
cluded this dispatch with the com- 
ment: “Many American citizens look 
at the war preparations of the Presi- 
dent like somebody observing his own 
operation which is being carried out 
with the help of a local anaesthetist.” 

When Nazi Germany declared war 
on the United States, it seemed un- 
avoidable that Paul Scheffer’s valuable 
work in this country must come to an 
end. But no sooner had Scheffer been 
taken into custody by the FBI than he 
began feverishly communicating with 
all of his influential friends among 
American journalists and politicians. 
He recalled the special services he had 
performed for them, the “confidential 
information” he had placed at their. 
disposal. What a travesty of justice 
and democracy it was, he lamented, to 
deprive a sincere anti-Nazi like himself 
of his freedom. 

Scheffer’s friends were deeply moved 
by his eloquent pleas. After all, how 
could one doubt the sincerity of a man 
so well-spoken and refined, so cul- 
tured, so cosmopolitan? What pos- 
sible credence could be given to the 
Soviet charge that Scheffer was an 
agent of the German Military Intelli- 
gence? How utterly preposterous to 
think of a man of his gentility and 
erudition conveying instructions on es- 
pionage and sabotage! And did his 
continued journalist work under Hit- 
ler, or his special employment by Dr. 
Goebbels, necessarily indicate sym- 
pathy with the Nazi regime? By no 
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means. A man has to work for a liv- 
ing. True, some journalists were tor- 
tured to death by the Nazis; but how 
much wiser, really, was Paul Scheffer 
—at heart no less of an anti-Nazi than 
those who died, and yet well-fed, fash- 
ionably dressed, amply paid, retaining 
both his physical comforts and his tem- 
porarily unvoiced principles at one and 
the same time. And who knows what 
restraint he had exercised to refrain 
stoically from attacking the Nazis, and 
to force himself to accept his weekly 
pay check from Dr. Goebbels? 

The American friends of the Ger- 
man journalist were perhaps unaware 
that even before Adolf Hitler came to 
power, Scheffer had expressed his sym- 
pathy for the Nazi movement, and had 
seen in Hitler “a man of definite driv- 
ing force that is powerful and con- 
tagious; an electric person whose ap- 
peal is irresistible.” These views were 
expounded by Scheffer in an article 
called “Hitler: Phenomenon or Por- 
tent,” which appeared in the April, 
1932, issue of Foreign Affairs, nine 
months before the Jew-baiting Aus- 
trian rabble-rouser became Chancellor 
of Germany. In that article Scheffer 
described the Nazi Party as “idealis- 
tic’, “utopian” and “patriotic,” and 
pictured Nazi Party rallies in these 
words: “One always sees a clean, 
neatly-dressed crowd with faces that 
betray intellectual pursuits of one kind 
or another. . . . These audiences are 
chary of words, quiet.” Scheffer went 
on to relate that in Hitler’s eyes “the 
essential thing is not high intellectual 
finish, but active love of country and 
mutual understanding among all.” 

In this same article Scheffer lightly 
dismissed the anti-Semitic program of 


* 


THE CASE OF HERR SCHEFFER 31 


the Nazis as a useful propaganda de- 
vice, a political expedient, which 
would probably be abandoned after 
Hitler came to power. “Efficiency is to 
be awarded with tolerance,” Scheffer 
explained, adding that it was not at all 
impossible that capable, well-behaved 
Jews might be permitted to hold cab- 
inet positions under the Nazis. “As re- 
gards anti-Semitism,” declared Schef- 
fer, ‘there are proofs that in matters 
political Hitler recognizes not only the 
absolute, but the relative. In practical 
terms, trouble will be made only for 
the ‘immigrant Jew’ who has not 
‘fitted himself in.’ ” 

The question of whether or not 
Scheffer’s American friends were fa- 
miliar with this particular article is 
really incidental and, after all, quite 
academic. These friends have already 
used all their influence and ingenuity 
to secure Scheffer’s release from in- 
ternment. Oddly enough, an Ameri- 
can mewspaperwoman famed for her 
courageous anti-Nazi record showed 
the most tireless enterprise and pro- 
duced by far the greatest results in the 
campaign to rescue Paul Scheffer from 
the custody of the FBI. 

Today, thanks to the efforts of his 
American friends, Paul Scheffer is a 
free man. In America’s second year of 
war, Dr. Goebbels’ recent representa- 
tive comes and goes as he pleases in 
the city of New York. He is living in 
an expensive apartment just off Park 
Avenue, at 66 East 83rd Street. He ex- 
pounds his views anonymously in the 
pages of the influential New York 
Times. To his intimate acquaintances 
he boasts of the contribution he is mak- 
ing to the U. S. war effort: he is work- 
ing for the Office of Strategic Services. 
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THE LAITY—CHURCH FOUNDATION 


By CLIFTON MACON 


"We have all the soap, yours is a very weak lather,” 


says the hierarchs. 


. The plain truth is that when the first Christian Church 
needed ministry they went ahead and made one, and the 


laity did it. 


. Chronologically the laity antedated every 


hierarchy that the world has ever seen. 


‘nea years ago the liberal, pro- 
gressive elements of the Protestant 
Episcopal and the Presbyterian church- 
es became convinced that it would be 
, very desirable to make a concordat in 
order that they might unite their 
strength for the work, and end the 
waste of duplication and overlapping. 
As each denomination has its own set- 
up of the ministry, and somewhat dif- 
ferent theories as to how ministers 
shall be made, and their grades and 
functions, the proposed concordat 
would need to conform and finally 
blend these two now differing minis- 
tries. To this end both churches ap- 
pointed commissions to study the mat- 
ter and report, and their findings have 
been made and submitted. Each com- 
mission in its majority report recom- 
mended the consummation of the pro- 
posed plan for union. 

But immediately a “‘monkey wrench 
was thrown into the works” by a con- 
siderable party in the Protestant Epis- 
copal Church who bitterly oppose it. 

The leader of the opposition is 
Bishop Manning of New York, who 
some years back wrote a very good 
book advocating church unity. He is 
vigorously seconded by his successor in 
the rectorship of Trinity Parish, Doc- 
tor Fleming, and by others of like 
mind, chiefly of the Anglo-Catholic 
party of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church. These men compose a fairly 
solid block, They hold firmly to the 
hierarchical, or priestly character of 
the ministry. The hierarchy historical- 


ly is a close corporation, always jealous 
of its prestige and prerogatives and 
perquisites. They wear the purple and 
no others do or shall. This attitude is 
as old as Moses and has been the cause 
of much resentment, sometimes rebel- 
lion, sometimes punitive purgings with 
vast sufferings and death, and this not 
only of the men involved, but also of 
their innocent women and children. 
Should any one doubt this statement 
he has only to read the 16th chapter of 
Numbers, and follow with the story of 
Samuel and Saul as related in the first 
book of Samuel, in the 8th and follow- 
ing chapters, and, in the Christian era, 
the history of the Inquisition from the 
13th century to the 19th. In all of these 
cases it was the hierarchy, protecting 
its position, and supposedly protecting 
religion. But on the human side it 
meant the cruel persecution and execu- 
tion of hundreds of thousands of help- 
less people of both sexes and various 
ages. The more prominent to suffer 
were the leaders Korah, Dathan and 
Abiram, in the time of Moses, and in 
our era Jesus, John Huss and William 
Tindale. The hierarchical spirit is still 
strong in the Roman Catholic, Greek 
and the Anglican Church of which lat- 
ter the Protestant Episcopal is a part. 
Therefore, it is perhaps natural that 
the opposition to the concordat which 
proposes union with a non-hierarchal 
church should be the hierarchical party 
of the Episcopal Church. 

At this point it may be well to sketch 
briefly the history of the origin and de- 
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velopment of the ministry in the Chris- 
tian church. The Christian movement 
was an offshoot from the Jewish church. 
At first it had no organization of any 
kind. Its organization into a church 
did not occur until after the death of 
Jesus. The process was gradual. There 
is no evidence that Jesus left any plan 
for its set-up and government. His 
disciples must attend to that. So far as 
the record goes they were all laymen 
as Jesus himself was, and out of that 
body of followers he chose as a sort of 
cabinet twelve men, they were to lead 
in the spread of the movement. The 
Christian hierarchy began with these 
twelve laymen who at the first them- 
selves performed all ministerial func- 
tions. As the movement spread they 
became overburdened. Therefore they 
called a meeting of the congregation 
and asked that its members select 
“seven men of honest report” whom 
they would appoint over the distribu- 
tion of alms, and such other duties as 
we would today call social relief. This 
was done and the apostles prayed and 
laid their hands on them. These men 
came to be called deacons. About the 
same time the apostles chose elders or 
leading men in the various localities 
where the church was being planted, 
who were given charge of groups or 
congregations very much as our rectors 
and ministers are today. Meanwhile 
the deacons had earned a good report 
by faithful service and were given 
status in the official set-up as the third 
and lowest order of ministers. Thus 
there was then a threefold ministry, 
originating in and drawn from the 
laity, originally they were called 
apostles, elders and deacons, but today 
bishops, priests and deacons. Follow- 
ing the history of the hierarchy or min- 
istry we find that it continued as just 
stated until the Protestant movement 
began in the 16th century. Then cer- 
tain groups broke away from the 
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church, as the first Christians had 
broken away from the Jewish Church. 
These groups, the Lutherans, and later 
the Presbyterians, Baptists, and Meth- 


odists claimed the right to set up their 


own ministries, as the early church had 
done, and they did so. But the old 
order, or hierarchy, which had long 
ago become a closed corporation, said 
and continues to say: “Your ministry 
is not valid because we have not 
authorized it, nor blessed it by the lay- 
ing on of our hands. We alone are the 
original, of apostolic origin and we 
alone are of the unbroken succession 
with the power of transmission.” But 
these groups of dissidents: Lutherans, 
Presbyterians, Baptists, Methodists and 
others from the start manifested a re- 
markable vigor increasing in numbers 
and influence all over the world. With 
an invalid ministry, according to hier- 
archial specifications, they have in 
some respects and in some quarters 
outstripped those churches which claim 
exclusive validity for their ministry. 
It was Jesus who, when speaking of 
true and false prophets, said: “Ye 
shall know them by their fruits.” 
Surely these non-hierarchical churches 
have fulfilled that requirement. Con- 
sequently the Liberals of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church gladly recognize this 
and are ready to form a concordat with 
the Presbyterians, as a beginning, and 
later with the others, which would 
eventuate in an interchange of min- 
isters and finally in blending their two 
types. But Bishop Manning and those 
who agree with him say that this must 
not be: “We are apostolic, they are 
not. Our ministry in its threefold form 
comes to us direct from Christ and his 
apostles. It is a sacred deposit which 
we must guard. If the Presbyterians 
wish to come to us, and we would be 
glad if they did, they may do so pro- 
vided they let us remold their ministry 
on our forms.” In vulgar parlance: 
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“We have all the soap, yours is a very 
weak lather.’ Granted that there is no 
question of the apostolic origin ofthe 
ministries of the three older branches 
of the Church, there is no warrant to 
deny validity to the later ones; par- 
ticularly after they have so plainly met 
the requirement of fruits. Here we 
may note two very important matters. 
The first is that to possess, or even 
claim to possess rights and privileges 
leads to certain unchristian attitudes, 
namely, pride, vainglory, bigotry. The 
second, and more fundamental is this, 
that there is no evidence that God ever 
did or ever will grant a monopoly to 
any man or institution. “All souls are 
mine saith the Lord’’. And one of the 
wisest and best authorities among the 
ancients observed and declared that 
“God is no respector of persons: but in 
every nation he that feareth him, and 
worketh righteousness, is accepted.” 
It might well be granted that if the 
work of making this a better world 
could be furthered by a union of Pres- 
byterians and Episcopalians, or of any 
other churches, such a project should 
be welcomed not opposed by claims 
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that are partisan at their best, and un- 
historical at their worst. The plain 
truth is that when the first Christian 
church needed a ministry they went 
ahead and made one, and the laity did 
it. At the Protestant Reformation the 
seceding groups did exactly the same 
thing, and in that case the laity did it. 
And how natural that it should be so, 
because chronologically they, the laity, 
antedated every hierarchy that the 
world has ever seen. 

The present controversy over the 
Concordat may appear to many as un- 
fortunate and unseemly among re- 
ligious people, and it is definitely so to 
a large degree; but in a lesser measure 
it has provoked a discussion which has 
brought out facts historical and ecclesi- 
astical which, to many were unknown. 
The matter, in the long run will work 
out all right, and even now above the 
din of contention one may hear the 
calm voice of Jesus continuing to pray: 

‘That they all may be one; as thou, 
Father, art in me, and I in Thee, that 
they also may be one in us: that the 
world may believe that Thou has sent 


” 


~me. 


OUT OF THE MOUTHS OF BABES 


Editor: I would like to tell you a little story—the gospel truth, so help 
me! My niece, a little angelic, untidy four-year-old was playing with her 
“Uncle Sojer” as she calls me. A little Negro girl who lives down the 
street was with us, but her mother called her for dinner. I asked my niece 
whether she noticed any difference between herself and the other little girl. 

The child thought for a moment, and then said: “Yes, Uncle. She 
never plays jacks and she has to get scolded to take her nap.and she sings 


nicer than me.” 


She is totally unaware of prejudice or race. I was so touched I had to 
turn away quickly to hide eyes full of tears, sudden tears of pride and 
pleasure. How I wish I could confront some Americans I can think of 
with the sweet, natural beauty of a child’s thoughts! 

I want to believe that when Eleanor and Francis are grown, their world 
will have repudiated the shameful stain on ours.—C pl. Alexi Drogichenko, 
Co. F.-3225 ASTU, Army Hall, City College, NYC. 


The People’s Voice. 
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CARTELS—THE FIFTH INTERNATIONAL 


By HEINZ POL 


The Economic disease of our time 


eee is probably no better defini- 
tion of the true nature of the pres- 
ent international cartel system than the 
one which former Assistant Attorney 
General, Thurman W. Arnold, made 
before the Special Committee of the 
Senate, the so-called Truman Commit- 
tee, on June 1, 1942. Arnold stated at 
that time: 


“It is characteristic of cartels that they 
cover up and mislead. They conduct their 
business in terms of their own rules, and 
they regard governments as passing fancies. 
These cartels have not only hidden their ac- 
tivities from the United States Government 
but they have also failed to disclose their 
activities to the American participants on 
the boards of directors of key cartel com- 
panies. . ... The cartel system is an eco- 
nomic disease which attacks communities 
when people think they have got a major 
economy and they want to make themselves 
secure and they don’t want to be bothered 
by fighting a lot of other people who are 
producing what the other people call, ‘dis- 
tress’ production or ruinous competition. 
They want to keep the prices just as high as 
the market will bear. The net result of the 
operations of that last system, of course, is 
to restrict production. What they really 
want to do is to get the highest prices but 
you can’t control prices unless you restrict 
production, and when you restrict produc- 
tion, unemployment starts.” 


Mr. Arnold could have added that 
unemployment in most cases is merely 
a starting point for Fascism and war. 
Therefore, the rulers of the interna- 
tional cartels, although respectable 
people and in many cases neither Fas- 
cists, Nazis or war-mongers, are the 
real troublemakers of our time by the 
very nature of the business they are 
conducting. 

The United States whose economic 
cartel system is only second to the 
giant cartelization of Germany, never- 


theless is the only capitalist country 
which has made the investigation of 
the cartels possible and which has col- 
lected vast amounts of material about 
their nature and activities. The Con- 
gressional investigations of the last 
few years present an appalling picture; 
things came to light which at first 
glance seem incredible. 

Numerous recommendations were 
made to get rid of the evil power of 
the cartels; at least a dozen indict- 
ments were made against several of 
the biggest cartels like Standard Oil 
and du Pont which in turn are nothing 
but branches of other big cartels in 
England, Germany and Japan. Prac- 
tically everyone—from the United 
States government to Congress and the 
economic experts and lawyers who 
were and still are busily investigating 
the cartels—agrees that something 
drastic must be done now to prevent 
this dangerous Internationale from re- 
suming its business as usual when the 
war is over. 

But in spite of this almost unani- 
mous opinion, so far nothing definite 
bas happened. On the contrary, As- 
sistant Attorney General Thurman W. 
Arnold was dropped right after his in- 
vestigation campaign of the cartels 
reached a critical stage. His successor, 
Assistant Attorney General Wendell 
Berge, is now preparing to launch an- 
other attack on the cartels and monop- 
olies and a new Senate investigation 
(the Kilgore Committee) is trying to 
continue at the point where previous 
committees left off. 


“Out with such business’ 


Those who are honestly trying to 
solve this most crucial problem of our 
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time are profoundly shocked once they 
discover the full extent of the evil. 
This is borne out by many exaraples 
taken at random from the hearings of 
the various investigating committees. 
The following scene occurred during 
the hearing of the Senate Committee 
on Patents in May, 1942. The Chair- 
man of this Committee was Senator 
Homer T. Bone. The witness was 
Charles D. Pack, Special Attorney of 
the anti-Trust Division of the Depart- 
ment of Justice. Mr. Creekmore Fath 
acted as a counsel of the Committee. 
The “‘cartel’’ which Mr. Pack referred 
to is the international chemical cartel 
founded by German, Swiss, French, 
British, Japanese and American trusts 
some fifteen years ago and is still func- 
tioning, although somewhat ‘“‘ad- 
justed’”” to the status of belligerency 
among the respective countries. 


Mr. PACK: There is one final document 
on South America which I consider one of 
the most important or significant docu- 
ments that has been or will be introduced 
here. 


The full extent of cooperation with the 
Cartel in South America is singularly evi- 
denced by an excerpt from the Semiannual 
Report of Foreign Relations Department of 
du Pont, dated February 9, 1940, in a 
paragraph relating to I. G. Farbenindustrie, 
it is stated: 


I. G. (Germany) have given evidence 
of the adoption of a policy of industrial de- 
velopment in South America through pur- 
chase of the Fluminense caustic-chlorine 
plant in Brazil and of shares of the Electro- 
color Co. in Argentina. Arrangements have 
been made for the repayment to the I. G. 
of money advanced to Duperial for the 
purchase of shares in the latter company as 
it is impracticable for I. C. I. (Imperial 
Chemical Industry, Great Britain) to be in 
partnership relationship with a German 
company. The Du Pont Co. informed I. G. 
that they intended to use their good offices 
after the war to have the I. G. participation 
restored. 


The inference which may be drawn from 
this last sentence requires no additional 
comment. 
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Mr. FaTH: This was in February of 
1940. That means that it was after the 
British blockade had been set up between 
German and South American markets? 

Mr. PAcK: Yes; that was approximately 
5 or 6 months after the war had begun. 

THE CHAIRMAN: That was about the 
time of Dunkirk? 

Mr. Pack: Just a little before Dunkirk. 

THE CHAIRMAN: So, the bombs were 
falling on England at that time, and British 
boys were dying on European battlefields, 
while these gentlemen were making this 
very pleasant arrangement among them- 
selves ? 

Mr. PAcK: Correct. 

THE CHAIRMAN: Looking forward to 
the time when the German crowd and the 
British crowd could resume their pleasant 
relations ? 

Mr. Pack: That is right. In other words, 
this was merely a temporary arrangement. 
It was not practicable for I. C. I. and I. G. 
to be in partnership relation during the 
war, but the parties were already looking 
forward to a resumption after the war of 
the very pleasant relationship which there- 
tofore had existed. 

Mr. FaTH: Duperial in South America 
was a subsidiary corporation of I. C. I. and 
du Pont? 

Mr. Pack: That is right; it was jointly 
owned by those companies. 

Mr. FATH: So, we have a subsidiary cor- 
poration of Imperial Chemical Industries 
making repayment to I. G. Farben for 
something that Imperial Chemical did not 
want to be caught with? 

Mr. Pack: That is right. 

Mr. FATH: Here we have du Pont act- 
ing as intermediary and informing I. G. 
Farben that it will use its good offices after 
the war to have the German participation 
restored ? 

Mr. PACK: That is the apparent import 
of this letter. 

Mr. FATH: So, du Pont was more or less 
acting as a go-between for or a fixer be- 
tween Imperial Chemical Industries and I. 
G. Farbenindustrie? 

Mr. Pack: Yes; I think that is a correct 
inference. 

THE CHAIRMAN: Well, it is a little story 
that is worth enshrining in the pages of 
history. 

Mr. Pack: I think there will be other 
interesting developments as we continue. 

THE CHAIRMAN: The interesting part of 
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this thing is the fact that these gentlemen 
were so eager to arrange their business re- 
lations so that they would not get hurt, 
even though we may have 5,000,000 Ameri- 
can boys killed. There will be no suits in 
any court by the mothers and fathers of 
American boys as the result of the destruc- 
tion of their sons; but these gentlemen, 
who are flag wavers and breast beaters, will 
by means of their control be able very 
pleasantly to adjust their business relations 
and their property relationships after this 
bloody business is over. That is precisely 
the purpose of this kind of arrangement, or 
whatever they want to call it. 


I would like to have them come down 
here and tell not this committee but the 
American people precisely what they mean 
by this sort of business. The record, of 
course, speaks for itself; but after an army 
of our own boys has been butchered, these 
gentlemen will get their feet together under 
the table to reestablish their pleasant busi- 
ness relations. This sort of history will be 
more interesting. There will be plenty of 
people in this country who will refresh 
their minds from this record. 

Mr. FaTH: It seems that some people 
can do business with Hitler and that some 
can’t. It seems that these people could. 

Mr. Pack: And the Japanese, too, you 
recall. 


THE CHAIRMAN: Well, I do not know 
the purpose of telling the American people 
that they can’t do business with Hitler 
when we have had page after page of illus- 
trations of how gentlemen are not only 
doing business and have been doing busi- 
ness with Hitler, but are coldly arranging 
to renew business with the Hitler regime 
if it can survive this war. Everybody in 
this country is hoping that it will be blotted 
out of existence but these gentlemen do not 
contemplate anything but a suspension of 
relations. They are looking forward, with 
cold and ruthless purpose, to reestablishing 
pleasant business relations with German 
firms when this miserable business is over; 
and all you will get out of them is a squawk 
of protest because these facts are hana 
made known to the American people. Out 
with such business. 


These were forceful and courageous 
words spoken by Senator Homer T. 
Bone one and a half years ago. But 
the unpleasant truth is that words or 
moral indignation alone will not crash 
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the cartels. Nor will the most careful 
investigation. 


Cartel-Director Bullitt 


Let us examine just one case, which 
will show that far more has to be 
done. This case has been investigated 
for years by Senate Committees, Gov- 
ernment agencies and even by Grand 
Juries. It is the case of the General 
Aniline and Film Corporation. A 
minor case tn comparison to the con- 
spiracy of the world-wide cartels, but, 
nevertheless, a perfect case in point, 
an almost classical example of ruthless 
international manipulations concealed 
behind a wall of perfect legality and 
boastful patriotism. 

The General Aniline and Film Cor- 
poration was set up in the United 
States by I. G. Farbenindustrie in 
1929 by merging some American 
chemical plants into one unit. Be- 
tween 1929 and 1939 that unit was 
known under the name of American 
I. G. Chemical Corporation. Shortly 
after the outbreak of the present war, 
the directors of American I. G. de- 
cided it would be better to change the 
name into a more neutral one, and so, 
from that time on, the unit was called 
General Aniline & Film Corporation. 

Even prior to the outbreak of the 
war, the General Aniline had become 
ene of the largest chemical, photo- 
graphic and dye concerns in the United 
States. In 1940, its assets were more 
than $62,000,000.00 and its net prof- 
its, more than $4,000,000.00. The con- 
cern did make and still does make to- 
day, photographic apparatus for sup- 
plies for the army, navy and defense 
industries; khaki dyes for military uni- 
forms and a great amount of special 
equipment used mainly by the Army 
Signal Corps. 

Until April, 1942, when General 
Aniline came under the control of the 
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Alien Property Custodian Act of the 
United States, many of its directors 
and presidents consisted of very ifiter- 
esting personalities. One of their first 
presidents and chairman of the Board 
up to 1939 was Hermann Schmitz who 
has been for many years the all power- 
ful chairman of the executive commit- 
tee of the I. G. Farben in Germany. 
There were a lot of other Germans or 
German-born all of them directly con- 
nected with the Board of I. G. Farben- 
industrie, directors who at the same 
time, served as executives of General 
Aniline. On the other hand, many 
prominent American industrialists 
served also as directors of General 
Aniline, for instance, the late Edsel B. 
Ford and the late W. C. Teagle, presi- 
dent of Standard Oil. The control, of 
course, was fully in the hands of the 
I. G. Farbenindustrie. This fact did 
not prevent the leading men of Gen- 
eral Aniline from executing some nice 
manipulations which were revealed by 
the above-mentioned Senate Commit- 
tee on Patents at its session of May 16, 
1942. 

At that session the Special Attorney, 
Charles D. Pack stated: “$30,000.00 
of convertible bonds were sold to the 
American public, which enabled the 
German I. G. and the American I. G. 
(now General Aniline) to maintain 
that the latter was an American-owned 
corporation.” 


Mr. FaTH: So the American public put 
up about half of the capital which the 
I. G. Farben crowd used to monopolize the 
American market? 

Mr. Pack: That is true. 

Mr. FATH: “Having obtained the money 
from the American public, the Germans 
have turned around and monopolized the 
American market and have sabotaged pro- 
duction in the United States, so that the 
boys in Germany have been using Ameti- 
can institutions such as the patent system 
as a basis for moving into the American 
market. 

Mr. Pack: In this instance, it enabled 
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General Aniline and J. G. Farben to state 
that the Company was an American-owned 
corporation. 

In spite of all those precautions, the 
executives of General Aniline in 1941, 
started to become nervous because the 
American Government took steps to 
investigate the real ownership of the 
corporation. 

The nominal holder of a big amount 
cf shares of the General Aniline was 
the Swiss I. G. which legally seemed 
to be independent but in reality was 
nothing but a branch of the German 
I. G. Well, in 1941, the Swiss I. G. 
tried to persuade the directors of Gen- 
eral Aniline to sell a majority interest 
of the shares of the General Aniline 
to American investors in order that it 
be made safe for a possible interfer- 
ence by the United States Government. 
Swiss I. G. proposed that another Ger- 
man-American corporation, the so- 
called General Dyestuffs Corporation 
(which was the exclusive sales agency 
for General Aniline), should take over 
the shares. 

The problem of whether the shares 
should be given to General Dyestuffs 
or not, led to a complete break among 
the directors of General Aniline, some 
of them pointing out that since Gen- 
eral Dyestuffs itself was a German-con- 
trolled corporation, it would arouse 
even more suspicion to sell the shares 
to them. (At that time, 1941, Gen- 
eral Aniline was already indicted by a 
Federal Grand Jury for conspiring 
with five other firms, one of them, of 
course, the I. G. Farben in Germany, to 
create a world-wide magnesium trust.) 

The conflict within the Board of Di- 
rectors of General Aniline concerning 
the question of how to conceal the 
links to the Germans, grew to such an 
extent that in October, 1941, many of 
them quit or were fired. On Novem- 
ber 21, 1941, the director and secre- 
tary of General Aniline, Mr. William 
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H. vom Rath, resigned ‘‘voluntarily.” 

Vom Rath is the son and heir of the 
late Walter vom Rath who was one of 
the highest executives of the I. G. 
Farben in Germany. His son, William 
vom Rath went to the United States in 
the 1920’s, became an American citi- 
zen and saw to it that the links be- 
tween General Aniline of the United 
States and the I. G. Farbenindustrie in 
Germany, remained unshaken and cor- 
dial. 

Some days after the resignation of 
William vom Rath the remaining 
Board of Directors of that corporation 
elected a new man to vom Rath’s post. 
The election took place exactly on De- 
cember 5, 1941, two days before Pearl 
Harbor. The new man elected as di- 
rector and secretary of General Aniline 
was William C. Bullitt, former Ameri- 
can Ambassador to Russia and France. 

Shortly before, the corporation had 
elected as its new president the former 
judge John E. Mack. Mack gave the 
American press the following infor- 
mation about the surprising election of 
Mr. Bullitt: 

“Inasmuch as Mr. Bullitt is a per- 
sonal representative of President 
Roosevelt, flying with ambassadorial 
status, you can draw your own infer- 
ence.’ Mr. Mack added that, “a whole 
lot of things,’ entered into the elec- 
tion of Mr. Bullitt, including, his dy- 
namic personality, his wide business 
experience and the fact that he had, 
“no connection with the German in- 
terest.” Mr. Mack concluded: “The 
policies of General Aniline is now to 
establish this important enterprise so 
essential to national defense, as unmis- 
takably an American organization. It 
is, therefore, with great satisfaction 
that I am able to announce today that 
Mr. Bullitt who is thoroughly in ac- 
cord with the policies as set forth will 
from today on become a member of 
the Board of Directors. 
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The new executive board, headed by 
Mack and Bullitt, did not satisfy the 
Treasury Department which for 
months had investigated the connec- 
tions between General Aniline and the 
I. G. Farbenindustrie. In December 
1941, therefore, the Treasury installed 
a group of representatives to supervise 
the affairs of the company, and in Jan- 
uary 1942 suspended several further 
officers of General Aniline, among 
others Mr. William vom Rath who 
had already resigned as a director, but 
remained vice-president of the organi- 
zation along with Mack and Bullitt. 

To justify this new purge, the 
Treasury declared officially: “In the 
judgment of the officials of the Treas- 
ury Department, these individuals for 
years have personified the domination 
of the General Aniline by the German 
Dye Trust.” 

But even this purge was not drastic 
enough. In March 1942, the manage- 
ment of the company at the demand of 
the Treasury was entrusted to an en- 
tirely new Board of Directors. Mack as 
well as Bullitt were dropped. And one 
month later the alien property cus- 
todian of the United States took over 
the control of the company. Secretary 
Morgenthau who had already seized 
the foreign holdings of General Ani- 
line transferred all properties to the 
alien property custodian who was to 
act as trustee. 


Complete “ Americanization” ? 


With the appointment of the alien 
property custodian as trustee and the 
seizure of all foreign holdings, the 
case of General Aniline seemed clari- 
fied. Here, it appeared, was a success- 
ful attempt to Americanize a German- 
dominated American corporation and 
thus to break through the international 
cartel conspiracy at least at one point. 
In its latest annual report covering the 
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events of 1942, the management of 
General Aniline proudly states: 
“The Americanization of the-tom- 
pany has been successfully completed.” 
Unfortunately there are some facts 
which tend to prove that this Ameri- 
canization is not as complete as would 
be desirable. The hearings of the Sen- 
ate Committee on Patents on May 16, 
1942 investigated the background of 
the new management of General Ani- 
line which was set up in the spring of 
the same year and today is still con- 
ducting the affairs of the company. 
Here is an excerpt from this hearing: 


Mr. FaTH: Did any of the present di- 
rectors or officers of General Aniline have 
any interests in German companies that you 
know of? 


Mr. Pack: Why, yes. Mr. George M. 
Moffett, director of General Aniline, is at 
the same time chairman of Corn Products 
Refining Co. This company is a parent 
company of a German company known as 
Deutsche Maizena-Werke A.G., of Ham- 
burg. Another interesting sidelight on this 
Corn Products situation is also indicated in 
several memoranda of Standard Oil Co. 
executive committee meetings. I cite a 
memorandum of August 13, 1940, which 
states in part: ‘““Mr. H. advised he had re- 
ceived a letter from Mr. K. proposing that 
Standard-Jersey give consideration to an ar- 
rangement recently effected by Corn Prod- 
ucts Co. in Germany, whereby the ordinary 
shares of their German affiliates were 
changed into voting preference shares, a 
majority having been transferred to German 
owners...’ These shares which were 
transferred to German owners, I might add, 
had reserved a ten year option to repurchase 
on the part of German companies. 

Mr. FaTH: Let me get this straight. 
You had Mr. Moffett who was chairman of 
Corn Products Refining Co. 


Mr. Pack: That is right. 

Mr. FaTH (continuing): Owning large 
interests in Germany. And previous to 
August, 1940, he set up a procedure where- 
by Corn Products U. S. A., divested itself 
on the surface of control of its subsidiary 
in Germany, but there was a ten year re- 
capture clause in that sale? 

Mr. PACK: Yes. 

Mr. Fatu: In the meantime, Mr. Moffett 
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showed up on the board of General 
Aniline? 

Mr. PAcK: Yes, two months ago. 

Mr. FaTH: According to your statement, 
Secretary Morgenthau put Mr. Moffett on 
the Board of Directors of General Aniline; 
is that right? 

Mr. Pack: Well, the appointments were 
with his approval. 

THE CHAIRMAN: Is there anything to 
indicate that Mr. Morgenthau knew of 
these contractual relations and understand- 
ings? 

Mr. Pack: I have not knowledge one 
way or the other. 

THE CHAIRMAN: What the government 
today pays General Aniline under its new 
management for the fulfillment of its war 
contracts goes into the coffers of the com- 
pany. Are those funds now captured by 
the Federal Treasury? 

Mr. PAcK: Oh yes, they are frozen. 

THE CHAIRMAN: I know what you mean. 
But what I am getting at is this: is the gov- 
ernment making use of the funds in its 
financial operation ? 

Mr. Pack: I do not believe so. The gov- 
ernment does not own General Aniline. 
The government is running the corporation, 
and the government is the trustee of the 
foreign held shares of the company. I do 
not believe that the government is using 
the funds which are received as income 
from the operations of the company. 

THE CHAIRMAN: That is what I mean. 
So it is holding these funds, funds being 
derived from the sale of dyes to dye uni- 
forms, in trust for the foreign owners who 
are largely Germans? 

Mr. Pack: Unless, of course, the situa- 
tion is changed between now and the end 
of the war. 

THE CHAIRMAN: That is what we are 
interested in. Whether that situation will 
change. I think it would be of some inter- 
est to know whether this money is going 
back to Germany. Has there been any evi- 
dence of the intention of the government 
cfhcials with respect to the ultimate dis- 
posal of this property? 

Mr. Pack: Not to my knowledge. 

THE CHAIRMAN: The Department of 
Justice has given no indication of what 
course may be taken, and I can understand 
that probably at this time it is not able to 
fully chart such a course. But everything 
that has been revealed so far in this record 
on the relationship between these big pri- 
vate outfits indicates clearly that as soon as 
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this bloody war is over, the gentlemen are 
going to get their feet under the table and 
restore their ante bellum status as soon as 
that can be accomplished. I am wondering 
whether the high officials of this govern- 
ment are aware of the fact that these gentle- 
men who have parcelled out this world 
have intended to make such adjustments of 
this property after the war. 


The case of Mr. Hutz 


That is not all. In its last annual re- 
port for 1942, General Aniline an- 
nounces that the I. G. Chemie, Switzer- 
land, which in turn is a subsidiary of 
the I. G. Farbenindustrie in Germany, 
still holds a large investment in Gen- 
eral Aniline. It adds in its report that 
the value of that investment cannot be 
determined at the present time: “How- 
ever, pending determination of such 
value, the company has appropriated 
and set apart earning surplus in an 
amount equivalent to the net carrying 
value of the investment.” The carry- 
ing value amounts to at least four to 
five million dollars. 

Even worse is the situation with 
General Dyestuffs which, as men- 
tioned, for fifteen years has been the 
exclusive selling agent for General 
Aniline in the Western Hemisphere. 
Many of the former directors of Gen- 
eral Aniline at the same time had been 
executives of General Dyestuffs, and 
those people were nothing else but 
business agents of the I. G. Farben- 
industrie. 

Take, for instance, the case of Mr. 
Rudolf Hutz. He was vice-president 
of General Dyestuffs from 1925 to 
1939, and vice-president of General 
Aniline from 1939 to December, 1941. 
Apart from this business career, he is 
the same Hutz who was arrested for 
espionage on August 21, 1918 in the 
United States and interned for the 
duration of the first World War as a 
dangerous enemy alien. After the war, 
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he became an American citizen and 
started his tremendous business career. 

Although removed from General 
Aniline by the Treasury Dept. as a 
man too closely affiliated with the 
I. G. Farbenindustrie in Germany, he 
is still in business. In the latest tele- 
phone directory of Manhattan you will 
find Mr. Hutz’ business address which 
is: 435 Hudson St. No doubt, it is 
only a coincidence that the headquar- 
ters of General Dyestuffs (still selling 
agent of the “completely American- 
ized” General Aniline) is also located 
at 435 Hudson St. 

The president of General Dyestuffs 
since 1930 has been (and still is) Mr. 
Ernest Halbach. Halbach controls the 
majority of the shares. Approximately 
25 per cent of the shares belong to Mr. 
Walter Duisberg, son of Karl Duis- 
berg, the founder of the I. G. Farben- 
industrie in Germany. Walter Duis- 
berg has become an American citizen 
and lives somewhere in Connecticut. 
Regarding Mr. Halbach, the president 
of General Dyestuffs, it has been clear- 
ly stated by the Senate Committee of 
Patents that ‘he has always been close- 
ly associated with I. G. Farbenindus- 
trie in Germany or companies con- 
trolled by it.” 

Let us summarize the situation: the 
case of General Aniline is only an in- 
finitely small part in the gigantic pat- 
tern of the international chemical car- 
tels. In spite of all legal efforts to 
break this cartel at least in one in- 
stance, these legal methods have 
proved inadequate. The alien prop- 
erty custodian is only the trustee of a 
company which continues to set aside 
funds which after the war will be paid 
to the I. G. Chemie in Switzerland. 
There is irrefutable proof that the I. G. 
Chemie in Switzerland is a branch of 
the I. G. Farbenindustrie. 

Furthermore, it has been established 
that one of the directors of General 
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Aniline, Mr. Moffett, has important 
financial interests in Germany and has 
made contracts with German firms 
which after the war will become valid 
automatically. Closely affiliated with 
General Aniline is General Dyestuffs 
which is still in the same hands as it 
was before the war, namely in the 
hands of agents of the I. G. Farben- 
industrie in Germany. 

Hence there have been no factual 
changes. All legal modifications have 
only a temporary character. Once the 
war is over, General Aniline can im- 
mediately take its place again within 
the framework of the international 
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This proves that the present legal 
methods can neither break nor reor- 
ganize the international cartels in such 
a way as to serve the common interests, 
and not merely the interests of a spe- 
cific group. Further examples will 
demonstrate that the attempts of the 
American authorities—from the gov- 
ernment to the various committees of 
Senate and Congress and the law- 
courts—to break the power of the car- 
tels have even been less effective than 
the case of General Aniline, which re- 
mains a comparatively successful ex- 
ample. 

[The story of international cartels will 


chemical cartels. be continued in the next issue.} 


* * * 


SELF BETRAYERS 


Should we not look more deeply into the meaning of war than the dictionary 
definition that war is a contest by force between two or more nations or states’? War, 
as well as peace, comes about through the commissions or omissions of men. Men build 
for war or they build for peace. By direction or indirection the process carries us 
toward war or toward peace. 

A frequent assumption is that in peace is freedom. But it must be a good peace. 
It may not be a peace only by the fact that armed conflict has ceased. Peace in such 
terms may obtain even when tyrannical rule ruthlessly suppresses freedom. 

Traditionally, we think of ourselves as freedom loving people. But we must learn 
that it'is not enough merely to love freedom. We must understand freedom. We must 
realize that freedom cannot be imprisoned. by each of us in an individualistic vacuum. 
It is a condition in community living. We must nourish it. 

We ourselves betray our right to a good peace and the chance to enjoy that freedom 
we frequently mouth so freely when by apathy, indifference, and complacency we allow 
events to transpire and pile upon events, little by little undermining a sort of peace while 
setting the elements in just the right relations and proportions finally to explode into 
armed and bloody battles. 

We ourselves betray ourselves into the hands of powerful forces by which we are 
driven into periodic wars “to end war’. Pitifully, we blame “them’’ for our plight. 
“They” did this; “they” let that happen. 

I overheard an American civilian raving to an American soldier recently about this 

villainous ‘they’. Here is one of his statements: “If they don’t do something to prevent 
another war when this one is over, I'm not going to give another penny to the govern- 
ment to fight another war.’ What a masterful demonstration of utter ignorance of what 
freedom implies! 
_ Here was a man, living under a democracy that guarantees him a right to participate 
in its government, disclaiming any responsibility for anything that has bappeied or will 
happen. If “they” don’t do this, I'll not support my country! He is asking for the 
condition of servility against which we fight. 

To such a man, searching out the answers to and discussing questions of social con- 
duct is a waste of time. He is too busy blaming a nebulous, sinister entity which he calls 
“they” to exercise his own judgment and influence in shaping events to come. He has 


betrayed himself. For a veneer of democracy, he has given his birthright of participation 
in democratic community living. T. David Hettig 


RUSSIA'S STAKE IN THE BALTIC 


By NICHOLAS HALASZ 


—In a regime of collective security in all Europe Russia could endure 
the independence of the Baltic States ... without such a regime it is 
impossible to deny Russia's right to wish to insure the economic and 
military bases of her country, politically as well. 


iBa American reactionary press and 
even a few well meaning papers 
which are not familiar enough with 
the subject reiterate—the former cate- 
gorically, the latter with resignation— 
that the Allied nations are incapable 
of creating a common peace platform 
with Russia as the Soviets do not wish 
to recognize the independence of the 
Baltic States. 

Interestingly enough, the representa- 
tives of the Baltic States are far from 
being as recalcitrant as the American 
press. Thus, Mr. Henrikas Rabina- 
vicius, former Lithuanian Charge 
d’Affaires, writes in a letter to the 
New York Times on August 23rd, 
that the Lithuanian people “. . . hope 
that . . . Soviet Russia will . . . treat 
Lithuania and the other Baltic States 
in the same manner as Great Britain 
treats Egypt or as the United States 
will treat the Philippines...” And 
this despite the fact that England in- 
dubitably controls Egypt's independ- 
ence in fundamental questions, while 
the United States will certainly not 
yield strategic and politic control in 
the Philippines necessary for her se- 
curity even after the war. 

It is interesting to note as well that 
the independence of the Baltic States 
did not always lie so close to the hearts 
of British and American reactionary 
and official circles. On the contrary. 
On May 26, 1919, the Peace Confer- 
ence at Paris sent a courteous note to 
General Kolchak, the commander of 
the Russian  counter-revolutionary 
forces and inquired as to the general’s 


standpoint concerning the future 
status of the Baltic States. General 
Kolchak replied that the three Baltic 
States: Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania 
were parts of the Russian Empire but 
that in the future they would enjoy 
certain autonomous rights. The Peace 
Conference took cognizance of this 
reply with apparent satisfaction. 

The November 4, 1919 issue of the 
London Times declared: “The Bal- 
tic Border States cannot stand by them- 
selves absolutely independent and sov- 
ereign states.” No, the Western dem- 
ocratic powers were so little interested 
in these states that they were not will- 
ing to recognize their independence 
even as late as 1920, by which time the 
states had won their de facto inde- 
pendence. The conservative London 
Morning Post, on September 20, 
1919, wrote: “. . . representatives of 
the Entente Commission have declared 
to Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania that 
their independence cannot be acknowl- 
edged by the Peace Conference if they 
conclude peace with the Bolsheviks.” 
And the Peace Conference finally rec- 
ognized the independence of the three 
Baltic States only in 1922 when the 
last experiment in counter-revolution- 
ary intervention in Russia had also 
collapsed. 

The Baltic States, due to their har- 
bors, are the juncture point of interest 
of conflicting powers. For the gigan- 
tic Russian Empire, the Baltic harbors 
were the “Window to the West’, ice- 
free outlets to the sea. The Germans 


wanted to dominate northern and east- 
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ern Europe with the help of the rule 
of the “Ostseeprovinzen’”, and Poland 
too, at the time of her independence 
looked for a gateway to the sea in this 
region. 

It was the Germans many centuries 
ago who first disturbed the peace of 
the Latvians, Estonians and Lithuan- 
ians. Hiding behind swamps and end- 
less, impenetrable forests, the succeed- 
ing tides of migration passed by the 
Baltic states. Even Christianity did not 
reach them all the way until the thir- 
teenth century. When however, the 
huge crusades collapsed and the 
knights roamed about aimlessly with 
nothing to do, threatening the peace 
of the continent, the German bishops 
discovered that there was a new 
heathen region eminently fitted for the 
spreading of Christianity, not in far-off 
Asia, but in the northern part of 
Europe. Adelgart, the archbishop of 
Magdeburg, issued this encyclical: 
“The heathen are the lowest of man- 
kind and still they reside in countries 
where there is an abundance of meat, 
honey, and fowl, far richer than in 
Christian lands. World conquering 
Saxons! There you can find the salva- 
tion of your spiritual welfare and at 
the same time obtain the most fertile 
lands!” 

The Teutonic Order of the Knights 
of the Cross really got under way to 
convert the Baltic “heathen” and “if 
incidentally a place in heaven might 
be gained, so much the better.” The 
German Hanseatic cities equipped the 
knights, while the pope tendered them 
his blessing. The knights then sub- 
jugated the Latvians and Estonians, 
but the Lithuanians united with the 
Poles and stemmed the tide of the Get- 
man conquest. The Baltic people, in 
the strictest sense of the term, became 
slaves on their own ancient soil. The 
Baltic barons even as late as the seven- 
teenth century sold their serfs to cover 
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their debts, or else lent them to their 
creditors in lieu of interest payments. 

When, however, Russia liberated 
herself from under the Mongol rule, 
she immediately searched for an ice- 
free outlet leading to the rest of the 
world. Sweden at the time held the 
Baltic harbor in her hands. The hordes 
of Gustav Adolf broke the reign of 
the Teutonic knights, and checked the 
power of the feudal lords in relation 
to the peasantry. Paganism finally 
ceased in the Baltic States only at this 
period. 

After a war lasting twenty-one years, 
Peter the Great finally conquered the 
Swedish Charles XII and won the Bal- 
tic for Russia. 

While German, Swedish, Polish and 
Russian rulers followed each other in 
succession, the social structure of the 
Baltic States barely underwent any 
changes. According to the Royal Insti- 
tute of International Affairs: ““The 
Teutonic Knights colonized the terri- 
tory, converted the inhabitants to 
Christianity and made them serfs. 
Their lineal descendants, the Baltic 
Barons, maintained their position as 
the land-owning class until recent 
times in spite of the fact that the ter- 
titory passed into the hands of Sweden 
and Poland finally into those of Rus- 
sia. 

In 1918, after the treaty of Brest- 
Litovsk, the Germans once again as- 
sumed power over the Baltic. They 
busily organized the “Ostseeprovin- 
zen” into vassal states with German 
princes as the heads of states, until the 
German front collapsed. 

The armistice forced the German 
armies to withdraw from the territories 
they had conquered—but not from the 
Baltic states. The Allies, on the con- 
trary, asked the Germans to continue 
to keep their occupying forces in the 
Baltic. The October 27, 1919 issue of 
the London Times explained the 


1943 RUSSIA’S STAKE 

reason: ‘The Allies at the time of the 
Armistice endeavored to make use of 
this army against the Bolsheviks, and 
did not stipulate for an immediate 
evacuation...” 

The German general Von der Golz 
explained that the Allies were leaving 
the Baltic in German hands in com- 
pensation for the rest of the lost ter- 
ritories and also because they would 
be damming the spread of bolsheviza- 
tion. The British fleet soon appeared 
on the Baltic Sea, preventing the Rus- 
sian warships bottled up in the Krons- 
tadt harbor from darting out in aid of 
the Red troups, at the same time warn- 
ing the Germans that their role was 
merely of a transitory nature. 

The German republican government 
soon ordered the demobilization of 
Von der Golz’s army fearing that the 
army might return in a solid phalanx 
and overthrow the new regime. Von 
der Golz, however, did not obey the 
order. He united with the Russian 
counter-revolutionary hordes maraud- 
ing the Baltic States and came to an 
agreement with them whereby after 
the overthrow of the Bolsheviks, they 
would set up a Russian-German joint 
domination in the Baltic. As soon as 
the three Baltic peoples saw what they 
could expect from their “liberators’’, 
they united forces and faced them un- 
daunted. Thus the Baltic people’s 
struggle for independence developed 
into a common front with the Russian 
bolsheviks’ struggle against the coun- 
ter-revolutionary armies of interven- 
tion. After their victory, in 1920 
Soviet Russia was the first to recognize 
the independence of the Baltic States. 

Ever since then Soviet Russia has not 
ceased to make renewed attempts to 
genuinely aid the Baltic States to 
achieve independence, to make them 
independent of the aim which was an 
unwritten codicil attached to the docu- 
ment by which the Peace Conference 
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recognized their independence. As 
early as 1922, the Russians made an 
offer to the Baltic States to mutually 
create a demilitarized zone along their 
common frontier, thus forestalling the 
possibility of border incidents. The 
conferences, due to the influence of 
Finland, came to naught. At this, Lit- 
vinoff invited the representatives of the 
Baltic States to Moscow and proposed 
a non-aggression pact to be preceded 
by a mutual disarmament program. 
The conference came to naught. 

In 1926, Russia once again made the 
proposal, this time without a motion 
for disarmament, but only Lithuania 
accepted simply because she was in a 
strained political situation with Poland 
concerning Vilna. The other two 
states accepted the proposal only in 
1932, when German militarism had al- 
ready reared its head and caused the 
Baltic people a great deal of unease. 
As Nazism came to assume ever more 
threatening proportions, the Baltic 
States orientated themselves closer to 
Russia, but still with trepidations, 
looking toward London for aid and en- 
couragement. And thus the fateful 
year of 1939 arrived, when as the re- 
sult of Hitler’s ultimatum, Lithuania 
gave Memel up to Germany despite 
the fact that this was her sole harbor 
and her entire economic life was 
threatened by chaos as a result of the 
loss. Shortly afterward the Poles de- 
manded the return of Vilna, the an- 
cient capital of Lithuania and Lithu- 
ania once again waited in vain for 
London’s aid. In the summer of the 
same year, during the period of the 
fatal Anglo-French-Russian military 
conferences, Soviet Russia attempted 
to include the Baltic States under the 
protection of the British guarantee, 
parallel with Rumania, Poland and 
Greece. 

In September, Hitler invaded 
Poland. Soviet Russia took cognizance 
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of the fact that the war was nearing 
her borders. She called upon the Bal- 
tic States, one after the other, to per- 
mit her to establish military bases. The 
Baltic States consented because they 
know that this was the one method to 
escape the rule of the Nazis. Half a 
year later, Soviet Russia, in the certain 
knowledge that by taking this step she 
forestalled the Nazis, occupied the Bal- 
tic region. And thus the short-lived 
independence of the Baltic States came 
to an end. 

During the early years of indepen- 
dence, the Baltic people had expro- 
priated the land of the barons and 
managed to squeeze a place for them- 
selves even in the industrial and pro- 
fessional life of the country. It was a 
big step forward, therefore, that the 
countries should not only belong to the 
Baltic people in name but also in fact. 
The task was made easier in that the 
Baltic German “Herrenvolk” could not 
be protected by beaten Germany and 
thus it was possible to enable the Bal- 
tic peasants to acquire land. The pros- 
perity of the Baltic harbors and cities, 
however, was based on Russian transit 
trade and thus, when they were cut off 
from Russia, all commercial life de- 
parted as well. When later the states 
came closer economically to the Soviet 
Union the transit trade began to re- 
vive and with this prosperity returned 
to the Baltic harbor. 

The Baltic peoples were aware that 
they were cutting Russia off from her 
natural ports and thus would have pre- 
ferred to live in good neighborly rela- 
tions with the Russians. The politicos, 
however, vacillated between the vary- 
ing cordon sanitaire combinations 
which were now thrown up by Fin- 
land, now by Poland, which would 
have gladly assumed the role of pro- 
tector of the Baltic states. 

Politics, therefore, soon conflicted 
with the will of the people and the 
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natural orientation of the region. It — 
thus came about that after the revolu- — 
tionary period, dictator governments ~ 
came to power in each of the Baltic 
States, and with open force upheld an 
unnatural position. Already in 1926, 
Voldemaras overthrew the  social- 
democratic regime in Lithuania by 
means of a political putsch, although 
the regime had expressed the political 
interests of the working and peasant 
classes. In Latvia, the so-called anti- 
communist putsch arrived in 1927, 
while in Estonia, the parliamentary re- 
gime visibly ceased in 1930, going 
over into different forms of dictator- 
ship. Since then in all three states 
civil war has been waged or organized 
under the surface. In Lithuania, peas- 
ant and worker uprisings were the 
order of the day, while in the two other 
states more or less open civil war be- 
tween on the one hand the ex-service 
men favoring the dictatorship, on the 
other, the workers and peasant organi- 
zations, was in force. 

Those, who write therefore of 
“Democratic Baltic States’, are con- 
flicting with obvious facts. 

But with the help of no political re- 
gime could the Baltic States fill the un- 
natural political and economic role 
forced upon them. With a total popu- 
lation of 5 14 million souls, they 
stood on the no man’s land between 
German plans of domination and Rus- 
sia’s imperative economic and military 
needs. Their equilibrium could only 
be maintained as long as the prestige 
of the Anglo-French political bloc 
could checkmate the two colliding 
forces. 

But even without this consideration 
there is no acceptable premise for the 
fact that the Baltic provinces must be 
independent states. The Baltic people 
are not even racial or linguistic en- 
tities, as the Estonians are descendants 
of Ugro-Finns while the Lithuanians 
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and Latvians are Indo-Europeans. A 
million and a quarter Estonians, not 
quite two million Latvians and a little 
less than three million Lithuanians 
formed three independent states. But 
all three countries were full of other 
nationalities and minorities speaking 
other languages. Russians, Poles, Ger- 
mans and Jews lived in varying 
numerical proportions in the three 
states.. In Estonia, there were even 
Swedes, and these minorities belonged 
for the main part to the upper level of 
society, having access to more advan- 
tageous means of livelihood. 

The revolution which made possible 
the independence of the Baltic people, 
was fundamentally a social revolution 
and assumed national character mostly 
because the land and capital was in the 
hands of other national groups. It is 
impossible therefore to consider the 
Baltic states as covered by the principle 
of national self-determination. 

It is indubitable, however, that dur- 
ing the past twenty years the Baltic 
peoples made considerable strides on 
cultural and social fields. No one can 
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deny on the other hand that the na- 
tional minorities in Soviet Russia have 
also freely developed their national 
potentialities and that their develop- 
ment did not lag behind that of the 
Baltic peoples. 

The Baltic harbors are the natural 
harbors of Russia and vital bases of 
her security. In a regime of collective 
security in all Europe, Russia could en- 
dure the independence of the Baltic 
States, insofar as her free transit trade 
would be ensured, although neither 
outside nor inner need demand the ex- 
istence of the three little states. With- 
out a regime of collective security, 
however, it is impossible to deny Rus- 
sia’s right to wish to insure the eco- 
nomic and military bases of her coun- 
try, politically as well. 

There is only one alternative left 
against this viewpoint: the role which 
for twenty years could be kept only by 
force and violence in the Baltic States, 
that of being buffers between the Ger- 
man-Russian-Polish forces as long as 
these powers remain in equilibrium. 
Otherwise, only the battlefield remains. 


THE MACABRE HUMOR OF FULTON J. SHEEN 


AKRON, Oct. 5.—Associated Press——There is “something phony’ 
about the Russo-German war, contends Msgr. Fulton J. Sheen, author, lec- 
turer and educator at the Catholic University of America in Washington. 

In an address last night before the Akron deanery of national Catholic 
women, Msgr. Sheen said he knew nothing of military technique but felt 
confident he was intelligent enough to know that victories upon victories 
on a 600-mile front did not just happen day after day as they have in Russia. 

“It is a methodical withdrawal on the part of the Germans,’ he de- 
clared. "I think they will withdraw, withdraw and withdraw, back to the 
border which German and Russia settled upon in the agreement between 
the two thieves, Hitler and Stalin, when Poland was crucified. 

“There is no essential difference between Naztism and Communism 
and the union of the two nations is to be expected,” he added. “Both are 
anti-human, anti-democratic and anti-God. Russia is at war with Hitler, 


not with the Nazis.” 


A.P. Dispatch 


BIGOTRY AND BLINDSPOTS 
By LAWRENCE FERNSWORTH 


—'Mr. Myers does not even turn the fist spade.” 


lee IS deeply to be regretted that an 
author with so distinguished a 
record as the late Gustavus Myers 
should have departed from this earthly 
scene leaving as the final evidence of 
his labors a work so undistinguished as 
this one. It is not history but narra- 
tive. It is what newspapermen call 
“rewrite from the clips.” Mr. Myers 
has made exhaustive but uncritical re- 
search into the clippings and news- 
paper files. But there is much he has 
not seen or has ignored. The most 
appalling chapter of bigotry in Ameri- 
can history remains unnoticed. The 
rest, for the most part, is judged by 
the standards of what surely is a 
bigoted slant. With a fanatical zeal 
the author brands as bigotry whatever 
does not meet with his approval. The 
result is tendencious reporting of the 
most censurable kind. 

He goes far afield, even to the Spain 
of the Visigoths, who were not quite 
the barbarians he pictures them, and 
to the England of Henry VIII in an 
effort to trace the antecedents of “big- 
otry in America.” All too lightly, it 
seems, he deals with the horrible per- 
secution of Jews in Spain under eccle- 
siastical inquisition. He does indeed 
give promise of understanding the sig- 
nificance of anti-Semitism in our own 
midst yesterday and today when he sets 
forth such facts as the following: 

The yellow badge of shame which 
Jews were obliged to wear in the 
Europe of old was, as he puts it, the 
device of the Catholic hierarchy in the 
Fourth Lateran Council (1215) under 
Innocent III, and subsequent councils 


called for the enforcement of the man- 
date. And the fact that even the de- 
vout King Louis IX—St. Louis—of 
France, “paid homage to Christ by 
persecuting Jews as the scheming and 
malevolent enemies of Christians,” 
end required them to wear brands 
which exposed them to the insult of 
their fellows. One would expect him 
to show wherein this tradition of 
ecclesiastical anti-Semitism stood in re- 
lation to the complacency and, in some 
cases, the benevolence and even com- 
plicity of ecclesiastical leaders and 
their press toward one of the most 
scandalous episodes of anti-Semitism 
this country ever has witnessed. But 
when he arrives at that point the re- 
sult is a complete whitewash—as we 
shall see later. 

Belief in witchcraft, one gathers, 
was the product of Protestant and 
Puritan bigotry. In England a woman 
and her daughter are hung for witch- 
craft as late as 1716. But in 1736 the 
British Parliament repealed the laws 
against witchcraft and to round out the 
historical setting of these laws against 
witchcraft there should have been 
mentioned such facts as the burning of 
an old woman in un-Protestant Spain 
as late as 1781 ‘‘for having carnal in- 
tercourse with the devil and laying 
eggs that had prophecies written on 
them.” 

The author touches on a phase of 
early American history little known 
today, the distrust of the French Jesuit 
missionaries, and the action of several 
colonial and state legislatures, among 
them New York in proscribing Jesuits 
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as a menace to the public peace and 
security. 

At one point the Jesuits are accused 
of wishing to corrupt the faith of the 
people “in order to make them Pap- 
ists.” But the main complaint is that 
those early French missionaries mixed 
preaching with politics and trade. In 
colonial times they are accused of in- 
citing the Indians against the English, 
of having inspired the Indian atrocities 
against the Whites, and of diverting 

_ the Indian fur trade, (as indeed it was 
diverted for some reason or other) to 
French Canada. In 1679 a scorching 
indictment against the Jesuits is uttered 
by the Commissioners of the United 
Colonies at Boston. Of the Indian at- 
tacks upon the Whites they write to 
the British Secretary of State: “We 
have cause to fear that these malicious 
designers, the Jesuits . . . have had 
their influence in the contrivement 
thereof; and of the certainty hereof 
we have been credibly informed by 
both Indians and English both at home 
and abroad.” 

Surely such a serious state of affairs 
would require of the historian an ex- 
amination of the antecedents of the 
dread of Jesuitical power and intrigue. 
It would have counseled that the case 
of the Jesuits be placed in its proper 
setting so that the reasons for these 
fears, together with their degree of 
validity, if any, might be seen. It 
would also have imposed an examina- 
tion of some of the evidence of which 
the Colonial Commissioners spoke. 
But there is no such thing. Every utter- 
ance and manifestation antagonistic to 
Jesuitism is blandly swept away as the 
“extravagant” product of “bigoted 
credulity.” 

The early colonization of the Ameri- 
cas witnessed a glaring instance of full 
dress political intrigue by the Jesuits 
in the case of their activities in the 
Portuguese possessions of South 
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America. The decree of the Portu- 
guese government, under Pombal, 
whereby they were expelled from all 
Portuguese soil, is a damning docu- 
ment indeed, as likewise is the subse- 
quent bull of Pope Clement XIV 
whereby, in 1773, they were sup- 
pressed. Surely the author should have 
reference to these contemporary events 
in dealing with this subject. Or he 
might have mentioned that devastating 
document, Memorre Contre les Jes- 
uites, written by the aristocratic and 
unimpeachably Catholic Count of 
Monilosier half a century later. This 
document, coming from so high a 
Catholic source, and revealing the in- 
trigues and the success of the Jesuits 
in capturing the government of the 
restored Bourbon King, Charles X, 
shook Catholic France to its founda- 
tions and precipitated the revolution 
of 1830 which drove both King and 
Jesuit from French soil. 

But the author, completely ignoring 
this historical setting of the Jesuit 
question, and the repercussions thereof 
in early American history, steps into 
the role of Jesuit apologist and ful- 
fills it so perfectly, mobilizing in his 
support all the stock Jesuit answers, 
that not even our most outstanding 
Jesuit propagandists could have done 
the job more to their own satisfaction. 

We do not know—since we have 
not had offered to us the evidence— 
about Jesuit artifices against Indians. 
But here and now in our beloved 
America we certainly see enough of 
the activities of Jesuits to realize that 
Gne cannot separate Jewish procedure 
from artifice, or to realize the danger 
of Jesuit artifice to our national well- 
being. 

Historical perspective fares no bet- 
ter when Mr. Myers turns his atten- 
tion to such manifestations in our 
early as well as in our fairly recent 
history as Nativism, Know-Nothing- 
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ism and A.P.A.-ism. Here surely were 
symptoms of terrible fears. Symptoms 
such as these demand of the historian 
most careful diagnosis. But the author 
performs no such service for us. In his 
view they are sprung cap-a-pié from 
the ancient morasses of unreasoning 
hate. 

On the score of the earlier Nativists 
and the Know-Nothings we are given 
but the faintest of clues to their fears. 
There is allusion to the attempts of 
the Roman Clergy to capture control 
of the large cities by filling them with 
immigrants. There is allusion also to 
the growing arrogance of the clerical 
leaders wherever they find themselves 
fairly strong. And there are anxieties 
of clerical designs upon American 
schools. What a great pity that Mr. 
Myers did not examine the facts of 
these charges so his readers might 
judge of their validity for themselves. 
But when one observes how all of 
these fears reflect a present day pat- 
tern of reality one is obliged to con- 
clude that they were not unmixed with 
a striking clairvoyance. 

Mr. Myers attempts to dispose of 
these fears by using statistics to show 
that the religious group against whom 
they were mainly directed were then 
in such great minority that any fear 
inspired from their direction was 
simply ridiculous. As an historian and 
a contemporary observer he should 
fave known that determined and 
working minorities, however small, 
must always be feared. He might have 
remembered the case of some 30-odd 
fanatical Christians in the cave of 
Covadonga, whom the Califs of Cor- 
dova so scorned as not even to recog- 
nize their existence. Yet from this 
handful of militants arose the move- 
ment which threw Islam out of Spain 
and drove it back to the East whence it 
had come, blocking its Western domin- 
1on for all time. Our Western World 
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today might have been Islamic rather 
than Christian but for these. 

By the time A.P.A.-ism reared its 
head this small minority had grown 
so greatly in strength that its political 
power—if not domination—in cities 
had become a reality. 

The A.P.A. feared that the church 
was bent on making America Catholic. 
A stupid and bigoted statement, cries 
Mr. Myers. Yet a century before the 
A.P.A. put in its appearance LaFayette 
was warning the country of just that. 
And today Catholic spokesmen are at 
no pains to conceal that ambition. 
They already claim the right to regu- 
late the morals of the country— 
Protestant and Catholic, and are in 
process of enforcing that claim. A re- 
cent Catholic book, The Catholic 
Pattern, by Thomas Woodlock, tries 
to tell us that America is a product of 
this ‘‘Pattern.” And another author, 
Thomas Maynard, in his recently pub- 
lished The Story of American Catholi- 
cism, says ‘Protestantism is now so 
doctrinally decayed as to be incapable 
of offering any serious opposition. . . . 
Catholicism could cut through Protes- 
tantism as through so much butter. . . . 
The time is ripe for a tremendous 
Catholic effort in the United States.” 

Among the A.P.A. statements which 
Mr. Myers so glibly smears as un- 
founded bigotry is the following: 
“The Vatican claims absolute and su- 
preme authority in all things, civil as 
well as spiritual, and every member of 
that church is bound to render to the 
Pontiff absolute and unquestioning 
obedience.” One would think that it 
was obligatory upon an author of a 
book of this kind to have some fa- 
miliarity with contemporary church 
pronouncements. He might then have 
made a comparison between the fore- 
going statement and a statement ap- 
pearing in the declaration of the Arch- 
bishops and Bishops of the Adminis- 
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trative Board of the National Catholic 
Welfare Conference, issued at Wash- 
ington February 7, 1940, to wit: 

“The divine mandate . . . of the 
church . . . permits no curtailment of 
the law no matter how diverse the cir- 
cumstances and conditions under 
which man lives and works, nor any 
compromise with the full measure of 
its application to human conduct. The 
obligation comprehends the actions of 
man in his private and public life, as 
an individual and a member of so- 
ciety.” (My italics.) 

This same declaration preaches the 
corporative state, entirely destructive of 
the American way. Let us quote ver- 
batim: “‘.. . Hence the need of a guild 
or corporative system which will estab- 
lish sound prosperity and which re- 
spects the proper hierarchic structure 
of society.” Portugal’s corporative 
state is cited as an example in pulpit 
and press. Where is the compatibility 
between this hierarchical longing for 
corporativism, and for a “hierarchical 
structure of society,’ and the Ameri- 
can doctrine of popular rule? 

We might go much further. But 
surely enough has been said to demon- 
strate the reality of that ‘‘Catholic Pat- 
tern,” which Mr. Myers, (himself 
seeming to fall in with the pattern), 
denounces as unadulterated bigotry. 

As in the previous cases Mr. Myers 
again ignores entirely those contem- 
porary events which gave impetus to 
this revival of fear. Among these were 
the intrigues Pius IX aimed at obliter- 
ating democracy in America, north and 
south; his manoeuvres directed against 
Lincoln’s government from Mexico— 
of which Lincoln had full knowledge; 
his attempt to place Maximilian on the 
Mexican ‘throne’, which we frus- 
trated; his bulls ‘‘annulling” the con- 
stitutions and excommunicating and 
“deposing” the leaders and rulers of 
Latin American countries who had 
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broken from Spain and established lib- 
eral governments. His recognition of 
the Confederacy — sole recognition 
from the direction of Europe—which 
was all part of the pattern of destroy- 
ing democracy. All these are a matter 
of record in the accessible archives of 
our State and War departments, and 
in our historical literature. 

These movements, Nativist, Know- 
Nothing and A.P.A., sprung from well 
founded fears, became afflicted with a 
kind of anxiety neurosis as a conse- 
quence of which, one and all, saw 
ether dangers which had no basis in 
fact; mythical debaucheries in con- 
vents, the conversion of churches into 
arsenals, extravagant secret oaths and 
forged programs of action, all of 
which drove them to deplorable ex- 
cesses. Unscrupulous schemers got con- 
trol of them and tried to turn them to 
corrupt political account—and they 
vanished. 

The latter-day manifestation of Ku 
Klux Klanism was of different incep- 
tion. Here was almost Simon-pure 
bigotry, not only against religion but 
against race. From beginning to end it 
reeks with corrupt motives and may 
well be dismissed without further com- 
ment. 

As we have already suggested, Mr. 
Myers’ examination of latter-day anti- 
Semitism is most unsatisfactory. He 
finds that popular opposition to 
Coughlinism took the wrong track be- 
cause “once more was trotted out the 
old absurdity which anti-Catholics ap- 
plied to Catholics indiscriminately, 
that they formed a solid political vot- 
ing power.” He did not observe that - 
those political bishops and other cler- 
ics and their press, who so vigorously 
opposed our preparation for war, were 
menacing our national leaders and our 
President with this precise claim, and 
to a certain extent succeeding in in- 
timidating them with it. Of course it 
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is not true. But was Mr. Myers aware 
that he, in saying it is untrue, ran the 
risk of being denounced fronr*that 
same quarter as a kind of provocative 
agent, Nazi style, engaged in the “‘de- 
visive’’ procedure of separating hier- 
archy from communicants? This is the 
new tactic of political clericalism. 
Coughlinism was intimately tied up 
with political clericalism. Coughlin 
sat on platforms with archbishops and 
bishops. His radio talks were sent out 
by the Catholic news service and em- 
blazoned on the front pages of Cath- 
olic newspapers. We will not go into 
this very recent history so well known 
to all. But between Coughlin and most 
of the official spokesmen of his church 
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benevolence and even complicity stand 
out like sore thumbs. Even such al- 
most sotto-voice clerical apologies for 
Coughlin as were uttered were far 
trom good enough. Churchmen who 
were quick to silence priests who spoke 
out for Spain, or to denounce them as 
ex-priests and renegades if they per- 
sisted, complained that nothing could 
be done about Coughlin’s right of 
“free speech.” In these considerations 
lies a, question demanding deep ex- 
ploration. Mr. Myers does not even 
turn the first spade. And they consti- 
tute part of that most appalling chap- 
ter of bigotry in American history 
which, as I said at the outset, remains 
entirely unnoticed. 


HOW MANY CATHOLICS ARE THERE IN THE UNITED STATES? 


The Catholic Directory for 1943 announces that there are 22,945,274 Roman Cath- 
olics in the United States, Alaska, and the Hawaiian Islands. 

From the number of their followers, the Roman Catholic authorities draw the in- 
ference that they are entitled to a corresponding share of political influence. But are their 


figures correct? 


We are told that the number of the Roman Catholics has increased by 389,005 during 


the last year. We guess that that figure includes (a) the babies born in supposedly 
Catholic families, (b) the supposedly Catholic immigrants from other countries, and 
(c) the converted. Did the Catholic authorities in their census take into account those 
who, during the year, broke away from their flocks? According to Catholic doctrine, a 
man who has been baptized in the Roman Catholic Church remains forever under the 
jurisdiction of the Church, even if he has changed his religious allegiance. This is why 
Roman Catholic authorities include in their statistics the converted and ignore those 
whom they term the “apostates’. What, then, is the value of their figure? 

The United States’ administration does not take an official census of religions. Each 
clergy is left to its own devices and concocts its own figures as best it can. An end should 
be put to this strange situation. The census of religions should be taken by the Federal 
Government. When he is asked to state his name, date of birth, marital status, et cetera, 
the citizen should be asked also to state the religious denomination with which he was 
affliated when he was born and, if he is more than twenty years old, his present religious 
belief. 


Gaetano Salvemini 


WE BUILD CHAOS IN ITALY 


By G. A. BORGESE 


OTORIOUSLY, in 1918 we want- 
ed to make the world safe for 
democracy; and failed. Hence the sec- 
ond war. Its theme should be to make 
democracy safe for the world, replen- 
ishing with a substance of truth and 
rectitude a slogan which the enemy 
scorns and we dishonored. To most of 
our contemporaries a sentence like this 
sounds hopelessly naive. Yet the al- 
ternative is havoc, and their children 
will damn them. 

The first prerequisite for a change 
of the Age of Devastation into an age 
of creation is that the moral principles 
of the individual and those of the state 
be made to coincide. What is good or 
bad for John or Ivan is good or bad 
for America or Russia, and there is a 
law unto all men. Burckhardt himself, 
no sentimentalist, stated that “the de- 
limitation of praiseworthy or necessary 
crime”, the exemption of the states- 
man from ordinary responsibility, is a 
fallacy. The methods a man uses, pri- 
vate citizen or ruler, recoil on his own 
head and in the long run “destroy his 
taste for greatness.” 

In this light the relevance of the 
methods that have been applied to 
Italy does not lie in the circumstance, 
as incidental as it is inconspicuous, 
that this writer and some of his friends 
happened to be born there; so that 
their allegiance to America, the coun- 
try of their adoption, would be dishon- 
est if the price for it were indifference 
or disaffection toward the land of their 
fathers. It does not lie either in the 
fact that Italy, whatever her crimes 
and punishment, is a venerable name 
to all, which no Westerner should pro- 
nounce with less piety than the 
Roman’s when he mentioned Athens; 
so that chances of recovery and rebirth 


should not be stifled or stinted to a 
land that is fatherland to all. Were 
that not so, were the name of Italy 
nothing but a geographical expression 
devoid of superior resonances, she 
would stand just the same at the pres- 
ent moment in the center of the world- 
map, both strategic and _ political. 
What happens there is bound to be 
exemplary for the shape of things to 
come. 

There are differences between the 
North-African affair and the Italian 
tragedy. The first difference is that a 
first guilt, perhaps an error, can be 
more easily condoned than insistence 
on a pattern that reveals a stubborn 
purpose. The second difference is that 
the stature of the symbolic characters 
—royal, social, sacerdotal—with which 
the Allies are dealing in Italy dwarfs 
any Darlan or Giraud to a forgettable 
understudy. The third is that the Dar- 
lan experiment, after all, was per- 
formed in a vacuum—such as is the 
French Empire, such as any other em- 
pire is going soon to be—while Italy 
is a reality. There are hardly any 
Frenchmen in the French Empire. 
Italy is full of Italians. 

Yet the time when the absolute 
moral values will disdain the relative 
evidence provided by success or failure, 
can be anticipated only by puritanic 
sentimentalists. The method of dem- 
onstrating that an action that was in- 
trinsically wrong was also practically 
ill-fated, will be always popular. In- 
deed, if the rulers of the West could 
convince us that “expediency” or 
“quantitative morals’”—in other terms, 
immoral and apostatic policy—led 
them and us to final victory, the posi- 
tion of believers and prophets would 
be made awhile more uncomfortable 
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than it is. But that is not so. As re- 
gards Italy, success—conquest of 
bridgeheads, footholds, airfields—was 
achieved by Anglo-American soldiers 
at the point of the sword. All the rest 
is failure; and Churchill’s excuse that 
support to the clerico-monarchical-neo- 
Fascist machine in Italy was dictated 
by the purpose of not having to con- 
quer Italy “piecemeal”, goes down to 
history as one more appalling instance 
of how unreal those realists be. 
What occurred is that the Anglo- 
American armies caught with blood 
and toil the handle of the thing that 
is called Italy—not yet at this writing 
the whole area that was until 1860 the 
Kingdom of Naples—while the real 
thing snapped away. The real thing 
that is called Italy lies beyond the 
Simeto and the Volturno. Strategical- 
ly and economically, culturally and 
politically, Italy after all is the land of 
the three rivers, Tiber, Arno, and Po— 
Rome, Florence, and uppermost, 
Milan. All three rivers carry Fascist 
waters. Those that broke the levees, 
those. that rushed again Fascist-Nazi 
floods to the Italian rivers, were the 
clumsy or culpable hands, clumsy and 
culpable, that downed the Italian rev- 
olution in the days of Mussolini’s 
“downfall”, last July and August. 
There, in the united front of the 
anti-Fascist parties in Northern Italy, 
were the real forces. But the rulers of 
the West had long since picked Ba- 
doglio—who restored Italy to neo- 
Fascist order until old Fascism and 
Nazism relieved him of his brief job. 
When we assert that if the allies had 
negotiated with the united front in 
Italy, if Roosevelt’s words that “there 
will be no truck with Fascism” had 
been embodied in action, if a Repub- 
lic of the People had been proclaimed 
in Milan, the whole of Italy might 
have joined the United Nations and 
the Italian soil might have grown too 
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hot: for Rommel and Kesselring to. 
tread on—the retort is that we do not 
have the proof. But those real forces 
in real Italy were not allowed to try; 
and the burden of the proof is with 
those who ignored or hated them. 
True, the Italy of which we talk, the 
gateway to Europe, is the Might-Have- 
Been of a summer dream; is nowhere 
this fall. A reality, who gainsays it? 
is the Italy that the rulers of the West 
brought to life—to death. 

That is really a fiend-chosen land 
where everything has been defiled. 
The word Republic that rang holy on 
the lip of Mazzini has been appropri- 
ated by the bloody comedian who, 
once an aspirant to the crown of a 
Roman Emperor, now reemerged, 
fished from a sewer, as a ghastly Hit- 
ler-Quisling in the country he wrecked. 
High priests, who anointed Fascism 
and its god-sent man, speak unchal- 
lenged in the name of Christ. In the 
name of “Free Italy’—that was the 
battle-cry of exiles and martyrs— 
speaks from Naples the King who has 
achieved at last some kind of magni- 
tude in betraying even his Mussolini 
who in the art of treason seemed to 
have no peer. His Badoglio, the 
Anglo-American-held Darlan holding 
one-third of Italy while the German- 
held Quisling holds the other two, 
may well think with self-applause of 
his “unconditional surrender’—a fa- 
mous bargain. For he and his king had 
very little to surrender except their 
good selves, and they knew the swin- 
dle. But the Allies had very much to 
surrender, if they so chose,—the valid- 
ity of their principles. This they did, 
more or less unconditionally, with no 
military guid pro quo, even taking 
into account the delivery of the navy, 
to parallel at any distance so demoral- 
izing a price. What the AMG had 
been doing to the principles of democ- 
racy and anti-Fascism in liberated 
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Sicily, had been ominous enough. Now 
the victor democratic armies in South 
Italy took in their baggage train this 
infected neo-Fascism of Savoy-Badog- 
lio make; slowly but tenaciously they 
are pushing it forward in the wake of 
their slow, expensive march toward 
Rome and Milan, as a livery ready 
made for Italy to wear if on the mor- 
row of destruction and despair she 
will not care to look “red” and be 
treated as such. All the gentleness of 
the American boy, all the humaneness 
of the British tommy, that make of 
their joint invasion a thing in military 
history unique, are love’s labors lost 
in the heartlessness of the political 
plot. 

British idealists and poets in the 
nineteenth century favored for ideal 
reasons the Italian Risorgimento. Brit- 
ish rulers at long last decided to coun- 
tenance it for reasons of balance of 
power. The latter purpose turned out 
to be a miscalculation. Not long after 
the Risorgimento the new nation, not 
yet full-grown, hardly half a century 
old, and precociously perverted, grew 
an obstreperous tongue. She might 
have grown fangs and claws as well. 
Malta and Suez were in their reach; 
neither did the friendliness of the 
Chamberlains and Churchills toward 
Fascism, if it only agreed to stay Fascist 
at home, prove of any avail. Thus, in a 
merciless non sequitur, the British rul- 
ers’ view of Italy is changing; crude 
geopolitics seems to endorse the old 
rhetorical opinion that the very loca- 
tion of Italy destines her to empire or 
dooms her to serfdom; since she lies 
athwart the lifeline of the British Em- 
pire she shall lie very low; and the 
rumor of Sicilian separatism—obvious- 
ly, as genuine as secessionism would 
be in Scotland or Georgia if Axis 
troops had occupied those shores—has 
gained momentum of late. Meanwhile, 
the lengthy issue of Rome as an open 
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city looms like a prelude to some kind 
of restoration of a papal state, with 
the reopening of a sore that smelled 
to heaven for a thousand years until 
“godless” liberalism cured and closed 
it. This, more or less subconsciously, 
is the scheme in some leading minds 
on both sides of the Atlantic; for 
America so far has no Italian policy 
except in her submissiveness to the un- 
prophesied concomitances of British 
imperialism and Irish bigotry. 

Yet it seems hardly credible that a 
nation that knew greatness and made 
beauty will return, like the biblical 
dog, to its vomit and stomach neo- 
Fascism, eased down its throat by the 
liberators’ good-will—Fascism without 
Mussolini (without even Mussolini 
and his however charlatanish beverage 
of Roman glory!) The revolution of 
Milan, we are sure, is buried but still 
alive; from its twofold underground 
it will see the sun again; it must have 
its word to say in the social and re- 
ligious reform out of which a new 
Europe will be born to the world of 
the Common Cause. On the main 
points of the future all who are en- 
titled to speak in behalf of Italy are 
of one mind—from the artist, Tos- 
canini, to the historian, Salvemini; 
from Pacciardi, the soldier of republi- 
can Spain, to Sturzo, Italy’s most Chris- 
tian priest. That Sforza, misled by 
haste and homesick, accepted “‘ex- 
pediency”, extending aid, however 
qualified, to the Italian Darlan, and 
“putting on ice” the monarchy he 
despises, is a personal incident that 
does not alter the picture. All who 
have cherished him wish him whole- 
heartedly the promptest of failures, 
that he may belong again where he 
belongs. 

Even less credible than Italy’s self- 
willed return to the clerical monarchy 
that was the matrix of Fascism, is the 
resignation of the English-speaking 
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nations, when their eyes open to the 
ugly job they are supposed to perform 
as policemen of the restoration of 
Europe in the spirit of Metternich and 
Castlereagh. At any rate those who 
came to this country on Mayflowers of 
their own had not learned Castle- 
reagh’s English. The English they un- 
derstand is that of Milton and Shelley, 
of Whitman and Wilson. In that lan- 
guage they hoped that Fascism should 
die for the peoples of Europe to live 
again. What is offered to them is that 
Fascism shall survive—stabilized—and 
the peoples be dead. English-speaking, 
for those who came to this country on 
Mayflowers of their own, is the right 
and duty of unbending protest. 

That appeasement was the road to 
war has been long since a truism. No 
less blatant is by now that the anti- 
Fascist war, a war of religions, has 
been twisted by secret and irrespon- 
sible ruling into a struggle of empires. 
But expediency is the road to chaos. 
Rather early in 1942 the chant was 
that “defense won’t win the war.” 
Rather late in 1943 it should be that 
neither will attack win the war if at- 
tack be sheer demolition from the air 
(on the Blitz pattern) without recon- 
struction from the ground, and disrup- 
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tion of the enemy from within (on the 
Quisling pattern) without brotherli- 
ness to the brother. Our methods of 
warfare, technical and political, we so 
far have been borrowing from the ad- 
versary; but there is no tool that no 
countertool can blunt, as there is no 
plot that will not trip over the counter- 
plot. The road on which we are pro- 
gressing takes us to a stalemate— 
which is chaos in the making—or to a 
victory which, except for flimsy trap- 
pings, would look astonishingly like 
defeat. Should on the other hand Rus- 
sia stand out finally as the title hero of 
victory, Spengler’s prophecy of the 
“decline of the West’? would have 
been too blandly worded in the Eng- 
lish translation. It would be an “Unter- 
gang’’—a decline and fall. 

Somewhere in the arsenal of dem- 
ocracy lies, forbidden, the secret 
weapon that gives victory. It is un- 
divided allegiance to the ideas. Even 
military authorities know that Wilson 
more than Foch, the word rather than 
the sword, broke the Kaiser’s front in 
1918. The time demands new leaders, 
representative of the Western heritage, 
to pick up again the weapon that the 
“realists” of 1919 dumped from the 
idealist’s crippled hand. 
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 


Indian famine our responsibility 


Due to the worst famine in the last seventy years, affecting no less than 50,000,000 
people in Bengal, the province next to Burma, thousands of people are dying of starva- 
tion daly in India. According to a New Delhi paper, the famine death rate has reached 
to 100,000. persons weekly, and it is growing. 

One of the principal causes of this famine is that rice, the staple food of the people, 
was shipped out of the province of Bengal for various reasons, especially to meet the 
food supply for the United Nations’ forces in Africa, the Near East, Persia and even 
Russia. The British authorities did not take any precaution to safeguard the food supply 
of the province for the people and even allowed profiteers—Indian and alien, to make 
money, causing the food shortage. The Indian Moslem Prime Minister of Bengal, Mr. 
Fazlul Haq, was forced to resign by the British Governor of Bengal, because Haq was 
opposed to the Government’s food policy and various kinds of repressive measures. 

It should be known to the people of the world, especially the American statesmen 
who say: “Britain owns India; and Britain is our ally. It is therefore silly for the United 
States to interfere in Britain’s private affairs in India’, this terrible famine has not over- 
taken India suddenly. As early as September 1942, the Hon. Mr. Neogi from Bengal, 
one of the members of the Indian Legislative Assembly at New Delhi, warned the British 
Government of the then existing food shortage in Bengal; but the British Government 
failed to take adequate measures to remedy the situation. 

If the United Nations, especially the United States of America, whose forces are 
stationed in India and increasing daily, do not take adequate steps to alleviate the suffer- 
ing of the people arising from famine conditions, as they have done to feed the Africans 
and others for military reasons, the vast majority of the people of India will rightly or 
wrongly think that the war into which India was dragged without the consent of the 
people and which is being fought to preserve British imperialism has brought about 
calamity for India. 

It has been reported that India will not only serve as the base of operations against 
the Japanese in Burma, but Indian soldiers will have to do the major part of the fighting 
and the Indian people will have to bear the heavy burden of the coming ‘“‘decisive battle 
of Burma’. It is my fear that unless quick and adequate measures for the relief of the 
famine stricken people of Bengal be taken, the people of India will begin to think that 
the promises of the Four Freedoms—especially Freedom from Want—are only for the 
peoples of Europe and not for Asia. 

I suggest that today India’s “sterling balance” of more than a billion and a half 
dollars in England might be used to buy food from various countries—including neutrals 
—to relieve this horrible famine. It may be suggested that even if food may be obtain- 
able from the outside, there will be a shipping bottleneck. But food being a more potent 
weapon than arms and ammunition and the fact that the starving millions in India may 
become a serious liability from a military standpoint to the cause of the United Nations, 
should give food shipments the priority. A wave of defeatism could arise among the 
people of India as happened in Russia during the First World War. 


TARAKNATH Das 


[This communication was sent first to the New York Times for publication as a ‘letter’ 
but it was returned for want of space... . The New York Times finds space for trivial 
matters compared with the present situation in India.—Ed.| 


The case of Herr Spiecker 


I have been informed that in your September issue you have published an article by 
Tabitha Petran asserting that: 

“Another German exile whose services are reported to have been used more than 

a year ago by this same government agency was Paul Spiecker, now living in Canada. 
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Spiecker, as Commissioner for Prussia in the early twenties, tolerated the mass murder _ 
of Poles in Upper Silesia by the German Free Corps and in fact was one of the — 
influential civilian directors of these corps behind the scene. . . .” Pe ‘ 
and further on, that this same agency had tried to build up a group of “rightist’” German — 
Refugees ‘ : 
“to form an active political and propaganda group here. In this group it was pro- 
osed to include: Bruening, Treviranus, Strasser and Spiecker and other less well- 
nown German exiles of the right... .” 
There seems to be little doubt that Tabitha Petran is writing about me but she is 
wrong, because: 


1. No American government agency or any other American agency has ever made 
use of me, 


2. I never have made part of any political rightist group and I don’t intend to, 


3. I never have tolerated mass murders either of Poles or of any other people if — 
“tolerated” means what Tabitha Petran evidently wants to suggest, : 


4. I never have been a civilian director of the German Free Corps either an influen- © 
tial or a powerless, 


5. My Christian name is not Paul but Karl and the only thing where Tabitha Petran — 
is right in writing about me is her telling that I am living in Canada. Z 


KARL SPIECKER, 
Montreal, Canada. 


Mr. Karl Spiecker, who, since leaving Germany in 1933, has played a very active — 
political role with an eye to the future, is of course very much interested in clouding his 
past. This past during a very decisive period of his career and of the history of the — 
Weimar Republic, was decidedly anti-democratic. This decisive period was during the — 
first years after the World War when Spiecker was Ministerial Director of the Prussian — 
Government. ; 

His job at that time was to represent the interests of the Prussian State in Upper — 
Silesia. Upper Silesia then faced an election to decide whether it would remain with 
Germany or be given to Poland. The election was to be held under an Inter-Allied 
Commission. Just as was to happen years later in the Saar region, however, the Reichs- 
wehr and the Free Corps organizations went into Upper Silesia to conduct a terrorist 
campaign to force Upper Silesia to remain with the Reich. During that terrorist cam- 
paign, which lasted from 1920 to the first half year of 1922, at least 200 murders were 
committed by the Free Corps organizations. The Free Corps in Upper Silesia followed the 
orders of two different organizations: first the Reichswehr and secondly some officials of 
the civil Prussian government. One of these officials, by his own admission in a trial 
held in 1928 in Stettin, Germany, was Dr. Karl Spiecker. 

The murders which were executed by junior officials who were under Dr. Spiecker’s 
authority were not restricted to the Polish minority but included murders of German 
workers and any who opposed the illegal Free Corps terrorist activities. 

These facts were well-known to Germans who lived in the Weimar Republic. They 
were brought out at a trial in Stettin in 1928, held to determine responsibility for the 
murders which had become famous as the Feme murders. (Feme is a medieval name 
for secret murder organizations). The role of Dr. Spiecker in Upper Silesia in the 
early twenties was made clear during these trials by his own testimony. His testimony 
was published in full by E. J. Gumbel, at that time Professor in Heidelberg University, 

a well-known democratic leader, and now professor at the New School for Social Research, 
in his book Verrater Verfallen Der Feme (Traitors at the Mercy of the Feme) published 
in 1929 in Berlin. 

The facts assembled in this book have never been denied either by Spiecker or by 
anyone else, although Spiecker at the time the book appeared was a high government 
official and’ could have taken action against Gumbel if any statement could have been’ 
disproved. 
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In that trial, as recorded by Prof. Gumbel, Spiecker tried at first to minimize the 

_ Upper Silesian terror campaign, declaring that one couldn’t talk of 200 murders but only 

of “200 traitors killed because the Upper Silesian people at that time, being in a state 
of emergency, were entitled to act.” 


On April 27, 1928, Spiecker on the witness stand said: 


“What has been done by the self defense organizations in Upper Silesia, goes if one 
will speak here about responsibility, on the account of the Reichswehr Ministry, as 
far as the military side is concerned; in regard to the political side it goes to my 
account. I do not intend to put the responsibility on the shoulders of the Reichswehr 
ministry alone for all that happened militarily and for the killings. Politically too we 
had no doubt about that, if we give arms to the people, these arms could shoot and 
should shoot.” 


Spiecker maintained that the killings were legal. However, another witness, Hanen- 
stein, chief of the execution squad, gave ample evidence that these killings were plain, 
illegal murder committed against innocent people whom the Free Corps and the special 
office directed by Dr. Spiecker regarded as standing in the way of fulfilling their objec- 
tive. As a result of this testimony, Spiecker, who had at first maintained that this 
Hanenstein was an irresponsible inventor of fairy tales, broke down and was forced to 
confess: 


“Unfortunately I have now come to the conviction that the statements of Hanenstein 
are much less fantastic than I thought.” 


Shortly after this sensational confession, according to Prof. Gumbel, the judge ordered 
a recess. During this recess there was an agreement worked out between the lawyers of 
the defense and the prosecution to drop all further questioning of witnesses concerning 
the Upper Silesian part of the trial. 

The liberal Berlin weekly Das Tagebuch, on May 5, 1928 commented on this sur- 
prising procedure: “The intention was obviously to save the state from trouble. After 
the testimony of Spiecker, it did not seem advisable to make public that there were after 
all murders committed in Upper Silesia and that the state prosecutors had the duty to 
accuse other high officials and officers. At the same time, they didn’t want Germany’s 
neighbors, especially the Poles, to discover the means and methods by which the Upper 
Silesian civil war was conducted.” Gumbel wrote: ‘The prosecution of Spiecker on the 
grounds of investigation of murder . . . was stopped on Sept. 4, 1929 by the prosecutor 
in Breslau.” The prosecutor was a functionary in Spiecker’s ministry. 

The facts about Spiecker’s role in Upper Silesia were widely reprinted in the German 
press. In Germany he never dared to deny them. Today he apparently thinks the facts 
can be safely denied since he assumes Americans will not be informed. 


The other points made by Spiecker about his more recent activities are reminiscent of 
his testimony in 1928 when he tried to play the role of an innocent and uninformed 
man. We maintain that Mr. Spiecker some time ago was approached and used by a certain 
American government agency, that further he was considered for membership in a 
group of rightist German refugees. Mr. Spiecker’s interpretation of “rightist’’ and ours 
may not coincide and we are willing to grant to Mr. Spiecker that he is to the left of 
ex-Chancellor Bruening. There still remains the fact that Mr. Spiecker in Canada is in 
personal contact with Otto Strasser, the leader of the Black Front Fascist opposition to 
Hitler. The only thing about which Mr. Spiecker has cause for complaint is the error 
concerning his first name for which we apologize. 

TABITHA PETRAN 
* * * 


PLEASANT NEWS 


We are reliably informed that since the publication of Miss Petran’s article on 

Georgetown University in the October PROTESTANT, the school authorities of Georgetown 

_ have made a statement to the student soldiers to the effect that if the school is subjected 
to any further unfavorable publicity it will be forced to close its doors. 
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EMPIRE AND THE JEWS 


THE ForGOTTEN ALLy, by Pierre van Paassen. Dial Press, 343 pp. $2.75. 


Pierre van Paassen is once more afoot in 
his tireless search for the human being so 
dangerously near lost in our machine world. 
The way of his searching betrays clearly the 
fact that the search for the human is the 
search for the divine. The deepest politics 
is religion. Those who think political 
questions cannot be human and religious 
questions should read Van Paassen, this or 
indeed any of his books. 

This book, dealing with the specific 
question of Palestine, breathes religion on 
every page although its subject is political. 
It tells for the first time, yet with the finality 
of a classic, the story of the forgotten ally 
of democracy, the story of Palestine’s great 
role in helping save the British Empire in 
its dark days between Dunkirk and the first 
ae of the Battle of Egypt. Forgotten, 

ecause covered up by the Tory propaganda 
of an “unregenerate Imperialism.” 

From his early days the young Pierre van 
Paassen’s imagination was aroused and 
drawn into the stream of Israel’s destiny. 
It was when, after serving in the British 
Army during the first World War, Van 
Paassen travelled over Europe and saw with 
his own eyes the colossal sufferings of the 
Jews at the hands of the hyper-“Christian” 
Poles and Hungarians and Rumanians that 
he became seized with the idea that Jews 
should be evacuated from Europe and be 
permitted to live in their own homeland 
of Palestine. This idea became for him a 
mission which has absorbed the full ener- 
gies of his passionate and generous nature. 

He writes as one who “feels with a 
sense of personal involvement Christianity’s 
guilt in the Jewish people’s woes.” This 
sense of personal involvement is character- 
istic of Van Paassen’s writing whatever his 
subject and it infects the reader so that one 
must use a word one hesitates to use in 
these blurby days, the only word which 
adequately describes The Forgotten Ally 
—it is enthralling. This because it is a 
story, the tragic story of a great-souled 
people and of their betrayal by the tinselled 
gangsters of empire. 

“It is quite true that the rich Jews of 
America, the uppper crust of American 


Jewish society, ‘the grand moguls of Juda- 


ism,’ as Israel Zangwill called them once, ~ 


whose representatives are generally taken 
by non-Jews as the spokesmen for American 
Israel, but who are in reality its worst 
enemies, have little sympathy for the idea of 
establishing the Jewish masses of Europe in 
Palestine.’’ Why this is so is not quite clear, 
but that it is so is quite obvious, and THE 
PROTESTANT in whose pages some of the 
material in this book appeared can testify 
trom its own experience to its truth. Not 
that these grand moguls are alone in their 
lack of sympathy. Grand moguls of Chris- 
tendom too, by their support of Fascism, 
have shown their hostility to the Jew either 
in Jerusalem or anywhere else. Van Paassen 
boldly indicts official Christianity for its 
support of tyranny: “Did not the Catholic 
bishops of Germany, in Fulda assembled, 
three years in succession praise Hitler as a 
man of God? Didn’t the Pope call Musso- 
lini ‘providential’ and did not the Vatican 
send its highest distinction but recently, in 
July, 1943, to Ion Antonescu, the black 
murderer of a hundred thousand of Ru- 
mania’s defenseless poor?’ He indicts the 
Protestant churches for their contempt of 
profane humanism, and in this indictment 
Van Paassen puts his finger with sure accu- 
racy on a very sore spot in the anatomy of 
modern Protestantism. He points out clearly 
that “the world-conquering divine thought 
which came on earth with Christ could not 
otherwise manifest itself save in extra- 
ecclesiastical and even nonreligious forms.” 

The story of Palestine from before the 
first world war to this day: that is the story. 
We have not the space to recapitulate it 
here. Every element of drama is in it. The 
thing shapes up thus: The British Colonial 
Office (an entity that goes its own way with 
little reference to the people or parliament 
of Britain) wouldn’t mind an agricultural 
Palestine, but doesn’t want an industrial 
Palestine, Everything is therefore done to 
cheat the Jewish people out of the indus- 
trial civilization they have chosen to build 
there. It should be emphasized that Van 
Paassen, while accusing the Colonial Office 
of an inhuman Realpolitik, speaks of the 
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British people as possessed “of a high sense 
of justice and fair play.” 

Van Paassen has been named by those 
who have reason to know (in the Frank- 
furter Zeitung of Jan. 15, 1943) as among 
the first ten in the world most responsible 
for bringing America into the war on 
Britain’s side. It is difficult to make the 
charge anti-British stick to this man who 
only repeats and documents thoroughly an 
indictment against the Chamberlain White 
Paper and the Colonial office already signed 
by Churchill himself, not to speak of Lloyd 
George and other British statesmen. Indeed 
if there is anything unconvincing in this 
book it is in what is added as a sort of 
afterthought to the effect that a solution of 
the Palestine problem may be looked for in 
a revived and converted British imperial 
capitalism which it is hoped and prayed 
may “bring fields of cotton where now the 
jackal roams,” and prosperity and peace to 
the land of blood feuds and wars. All this 
may come to the Near East (and Palestine 
would play a key part in it) as a result of 
a “regenerated capitalistic global exploita- 
tion of the world’s markets and resources.” 
Indeed the solution of the Palestine ques- 
tion is to be found in the opportunities 
Palestine can provide as a “laboratory and 
pilot plant for the big factory into which 
the African continent might eventually de- 
velop.” Van Paassen holds out a big carrot 
(an African Super Empire) before the 
British in hopes of thus leading them to 
admit Palestine in as a junior partner. It 
could be wished that the prophet had not 
yielded to point out what the cartelists 
know only too well. But this is a minor 
concession to a prophetic mood sternly up- 
held and uncompromisingly expressed 
throughout this evocative and provocative 
book. 

KENNETH LESLIE 


SocIAL GOALS AND ECONOMIC INSTITU- 
TIONS, by Frank Graham. Princeton 
University Press. 273 pp. $3. 


Here, finally, comes someone to restate 
and uphold Liberalism. It is high time. 
Dr. Frank Graham’s Social Goals and Eco- 
nomic Institutions is a plea for individual- 
ism, not unrestrained — even socialized 
when necessary, toward the social goal of 
a maximum of power and freedom for each 
individual. 
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The speculation about liberalism and 
freedom, at this juncture of history, is not 
an idle academic excursion. The allegiance 
of whole populations has been gained for 
corporative states or other forms of coercive 
violence because of the belief that free 
economic institutions inevitably breed privi- 
lege and destroy themselves. Dr. Graham 
is, consequently, interested not merely in 
orthodox economics but in re-examining the 
whole political economy. His scheme of 
social values is akin to classic liberalism and 
rests on the democratic ideal. He departs 
sharply, however, from the blind following 
of the “immutable” and perhaps unsocial 
laws of nature. He adopts a deliberate plan 
to impose upon it. 

The liberal concept is based on a con- 
viction of the inherent worth of the in- 
dividual and on reason. In its heyday, its 
proponents, rosily influenced by the 
triumphs of the physical sciences, pictured 
the social order as underlaid by a system 
of natural, essentially beneficent, law. Their 
task was the mere removal of obstructions 
to the free play of natural forces. But 
economic man, once unobstructed, expressed 
his desire for power in ways which cur- 
tailed the same desire in others. He in- 
corporated, then restrained business to him- 
self—a monopoly, or had to yield some of 
his monopoly to other restrainers who broke 
in on him—an oligopoly. Creative pro- 
ductive power in others was repressed. In 
himself, free from pressure, it was atro- 
phied. The primary urge of all men— 
power with freedom—was frustrated. Tepid 
liberals, dismayed that “natural law” 
laissez faire economy destroyed freedom, 
decided that freedom itself was at fault. 

Dr. Graham doesn’t agree. It is true 
that ‘There is no presumption that the drift 
of institutional events, the ‘natural forces’ 
of the social order, will promote the value 
of Liberalism rather than those of any 
other social ethic or . . . lead (other) ... 
than to tyranny or chaos.” But, he says, the 
less beneficent nature is, the greater the 
need for reason. He does not believe in 
supine predestination but that men can 
shape their lives with some free will. They 
must not merely discover and adapt to 
“immutable laws.’ ‘The framework of the 
liberal society is not a gift of nature; it 
must be a rational order imposed by 
socially-minded men.” It must be a “‘study 
of techniques for the attainment of con- 
sciously adopted ends.” 


This book is Dr. Graham’s conscious 
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effort toward that rational order. He sets 
out a specific program to restrain the depre- 
dation of great concentrations of power, to 
encourage enterprisers and to release 
ubiquitous creation and competition. Un- 
disturbed by large initial incentive profit 
to creative enterprise—it is the necessary 
reward for risk, he would, with modest ex- 
ceptions, prevent its inheritance. He would 
tax proportionately to income. He would 
untie money from the single commodity of 
gold, whose price might be constant but 
whose value is not, and set up a commodity 
reserve money. 

He would change the incorporation of 
business from a legal right to a licensed 
privilege. Its advantages of limited liability 
and accumulation and continuity of power 
would be strictly controlled by license. He 
would reform the corporate structure. 
Questioning that enormous concerns are 
efficient purely because of their size, he 
would use licensing to limit them to units 
as small as consistent with productive, not 
selling, efficiency. 

Most important of all, Dr. Graham rec- 
ognizes and comes to grips with the fact 
that big business exists. For good or bad 
it is here. He is concerned not merely 
with deploring its faults but with finding a 
workable concept of competition in the 
modern world. “. . . pure competition in 
major sections of the economy ‘gave way to 
monopoloidal conditions. In this historic 
process, production was increased, prices as 
well as costs were appreciably lowered, and 
social economic potentialities were greatly 
expanded. We could not reverse the proc- 
ess without great loss of social power.” 
He concedes that monopoly can differ from 
competition in degree, rather than in kind, 
that limitations on competition may arise 
from purely economic rather than manipu- 
lated causes and that for differentiated 
products simple competition may not be the 
standard of economic efficiency. For such 
portions of the economy, however, in which 
it is impossible to maintain free competi- 
tion, drastic government intervention is 
prescribed. It varies from outright owner- 
ship, in the case of utilities and railroads, 
to enforcement of anti-trust laws. It in- 
cludes yardstick competition and public 
control. 

It is obvious that large-scale business 
must have some fixed costs, that fixed costs 
prevent the flexibility necessary for free 
competition and that some other stimulus 
to enterprise must be found. His solution 


is price level stability with stability of de- 
mand. It would be achieved by applying 
to the economic sphere the principle already 
used to eliminate financial crises. As a 
bank during a crisis takes in or gives out 
liquid assets when the passion for liquidity 
ebbs and flows, so a government corpora- 
tion could be set up in times of depression 
to provide indefinite liquidity for produc- 
tive organizations. It would take over 
vendible goods, paying for them with new 
issues of money lent by the Treasury and, 
later on, turn the goods back to the enter- 

risers. Without cost to the government, it 
would not be a pump priming, with the at- 
tendant fears and hoarding, but designed 
for simultaneous general resumption of full 
production. 

Dr. Graham believes this general stability 
in demand is the impetus which is the sub- 
stitute in the oligopolistic market for pure 
competition among individuals. He says 
that with it, economy could maintain full 
employment and, with improved _tech- 
nology, cut costs and increase wages. 
“There seems, in fact, to be no a priori 
reason why, under these conditions, the 
modern economy, despite its oligopolistic 
character, should not partake of the fluidity 
of a purely competitive structure in the de- 
gree necessary to the play of free enterprise 
and free choice.” (p. 227) If this meets 
the crucial issue of how, in a mass produc- 
tion world, to retain economic freedom— 
without which there is no political freedom 
—it is a very great contribution, indeed, to 
the democratic ideal. 

Dr. Graham is obviously no monopolist 
at heart, parading in the sheep’s clothing of 
“free enterprise’ to avoid restraints on 
privileged institutions. Quite the reverse. 
He points out that perhaps the greatest peril 
is that those who realize the danger to 
freedom will cling to ‘what always were, 
or have now become, imbecile institutions.” 
His insistence on free enterprise and free- 
dom to compete is the core of his concept 
of the mainspring of human action. He at- 
tacks sharply any collectivist idea which 
would inhibit the enormous social good 
arising solely from individual freedom and 
responsibility. 

Having made a heartening re-statement 
of the liberal idea, Dr. Graham leaves still 
unresolved the major question. How does 
he propose to persuade the already existent 
concentrations of power to permit his re- 
forms? They elect sympathetic Congress- 
men; they own newspapers and radio 
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_ stations. Many ex-liberals are such because, 
although they might agree with Dr. 
Graham's principles and proposals, they be- 
lieve as a practical matter that they are im- 
possible oh achievement. 

His answer impliedly is to do as he does, 
To formulate and state the belief, to com- 
municate it to others. Reason may be in- 
adequate but in the long run it is the best 
means we have—even better than tempo- 
rarily successful force. 

There is one odd strain in an otherwise 
dispassionate book. Communism is brack- 
eted with the Nazi philosophy, because both 
are said to inculcate blind allegiance to 
their regimes. It seems true that both have 
generated fanatical allegiance. It seems 
equally true that the concept of allegiance 
to a culture, blood, race, and Fuehrer, is a 
far cry from allegiance to a class to which, 
certainly now, all are offered entry if they 
contribute to the common welfare—that is, 
if they are ‘‘workers.”” It is true that the 
concept of present communism is not the 
same as liberalism and that the latter is his- 
torically the newer and more revolutionary 
idea. ‘The idea of social authorities hold- 
ing all property in common, allegedly for 
the general welfare, was a venerable and 
respected thesis; the idea of men, indepen- 
dent of ecclesiastical or social rank, meeting 
in essential equality before the law, and in 
the market place, was new and iconoclas- 
tic.” But a great idealistic revolution is 
entitled to more than a dismissal with a 
reference to its institutional framework. 

The best way Dr. Graham can dissuade 
followers from the idea of temporary 
coercion for future good, old in history and 

‘described by him as ‘Mass romantics,” 
and convert them to the newer individual 
responsibility is to show them that, prac- 
tically, it has a chance to work. 

GLADYS ROWNTREE 


UNDER Cover, by John Roy Carlson, E. P. 
Dutton, 544 pp. $3.50. 

REPORT ON NorTH AFrica, by Kenneth 
G. Crawford, Farrar & Rinehart, 206 
pp. $2.00. 

THE New Europe, by Bernard Newman, 
Macmillan Company, 568 pp. $3.75. 

WHERE'S SAMMY, by Sammy Schulman, 
Random House, 234 pp. 2.50. 


We are counted among those innocents 
who harbored the illusion that the paper 
shortage might prove a blessing to culture. 
Less paper, we speculated, would mean 
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fewer books, and fewer books would bring 
to pass the substitution of quality for quan- 
tity. We confidently expected a great im- 
provement in the standards of the Ameri- 
can book market. 

Our reasoning was defective. We over- 
looked the most important factor: the 
strictly commercial viewpoint of the pub- 
lishers who measure the value of an author 
and his work solely against the potential 
sales chart. To the publishers less paper 
meant less experimentation and more re- 
liance than ever on established authors. 
This is the general trend today, reflected 
in the best-seller lists led by such well- 
known trademarks as John P, Marquand, 
Lloyd C. Douglas, Sholem Asch, Walter 
Lippmann, Eve Curie and others of a simi- 
lar type. 

But there are a few exceptions—freaks, 
as the publishers call them. John Roy 
Carlson’s Under Cover proved, against all 
expectations, a best-seller. It is unquestion- 
ably a useful book, naming many who 
undermine democracy in this country. Yet 
it is shallow and devoid of perspective, 
dramatizing only surface symptoms, reluc- 
tant to delve into the depths of clerical- 
Fascism. The connection between domestic 
Fascism and international cartelism is non- 
existent in Carlson’s expose. The author 
attacks only groups and individuals whom 
itis safe to single out, and then deals 
with them as if they were political orphans 
with no paternity. The Fascist big-shots 
must chuckle when they read Under Cover. 
They would be trembling if Carlson had 
tackled the Congressional and Senate in- 
vestigations of the National Defense pro- 
gram (see Heinz Pol’s article “Cartel— 
The Fifth International” in this issue. 

On the ‘other hand, Allan Chase’s 
Falange, a book that dared to unmask the 
fifth-column movement sponsored by 
Franco and his clerical press agents, was 
killed by the paper shortage. The publish- 
ers, apparently afraid to risk their precious 
Paper, permitted the book to die. Falange 
is deadly artillery. 

Kenneth G. Crawford’s Report on North 
Africa (Farrar and Rinehart, $2.00) should 
be read. Intended as an apologia for 
Robert Murphy, President Roosevelt's emis- 
sary to North Africa, it establishes two in- 
teresting facts. First, that not Giraud but 
Roosevelt and Churchill were directly re- 
sponsible for the abrogation of the Cre- 
mieux Decree and thus for the disenfran- 
chisement of Algerian Jews. Secondly, 
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that Rodsevelt and Churchill agreed that 
“the French army, and the political oppor- 
tunities that could go with its control” 
should not be turned over to de~Gaulle, 
because of his collaboration with the Com- 
munists of France. Crawford’s defense of 
American-British diplomacy in North 
Africa strengthens the case of those who 
indicted London and Washington for the 
period of Darlanism during the eventful 
days of the North African “‘invasion.” 

Why Bernard Newman’s The New 
Europe (The Macmillan Company, $3.75) 
should have been published in an era of 
paper scarcity will remain a deep mystery. 
Mr. Newman is an Englishman accustomed 
to lecture on dreary forenoons before 
women’s clubs, where drastic views and 
definite convictions are bad form. His mis- 
sion is to bring a bit of sunshine into our 
sad world. The New Europe consequently 
solves the most intricate problems with the 
smooth assurance of a radio announcer 
selling his wares. In their blurb the pub- 
lishers define Mr. Newman’s tour of Europe 
as Baedeker-like. True; but Mr. Newman’s 
Baedeker of the new Europe reads like a 
new edition of a tourist guide-book origi- 
nally published in 1920. Time marches on, 
but not in Mr. Newman’s pages—and there 
are 568 of them, the rationing notwith- 
standing. 

Where’s Sammy? by Sammy Schulman 
(Random House, $2.50) makes no pre- 
tensions of illuminating the political 
panorama. Written without literary pose, it 
presents the record of an ingenious camera- 
man on assignments in Italy, Finland and 
Africa. Sammy the photographer is no 
relation to Budd Schulberg’s Sammy the 
movie tycoon. His book belongs to that 
genre of literature which does not justify 
the slogan “books are bullets”. Sammy 
Schulman’s autobiography is a harmless 
soap bubble—pleasant to look at, but 
nothing to grab at. Its publishers prefer 
bubbles to bullets as commercial war books. 
Alas, their faith may be vindicated. 

JOSEPH BRAININ 


A. T. RoBERTSON, a4 Biography, by Everett 

Gill, Macmillan, $2.50. 

The grace of God and human determina- 
tion in combination always scores. The sub- 
ject of this well written biography was a 
very poor boy on a Virginia farm, with no 
educational prospects. But the aforesaid 
grace and unselfish purpose carried him to 
the centers of learning at home and abroad 


and a high seat among literary scholars. 
In New Testament Greek he came to rank 
with Deissman, Moulton, Milligan et al of 
that galaxy. By twenty six years of arduous 
labor he produced “The Big 
which immediately topped the list of such 
books and still holds that place. But it was 
as a college teacher that he became the in- 
spiration and guide of two generations of 
disciples who still call him blessed. 


November — 
Grammar” 


CLIFTON MACON 


TRUTH TASTES 
BITTER THESE DAYS 


And we haven't time to sugar-coat it . . 


THE PROTESTANT brings to 
you the best thoughts of world 
leaders. They dare to write the 
truth. The truth that often tastes 
bitter. Perhaps you don’t want it. 
You do need it. If you are not 
reading THE PROTESTANT 
regularly, you are missing some of 
the most thoughtful contributions 
to world leadership. 
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